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THE ADMINISTRA.TION OF IRELAND. 


I N visiting Ireland, the Prince of Wales gave a proof of his sense 
of duty and of his courage; for some courage was required 
after all the fears that had been expressed, though really the Prince 
and his Consort were in no danger, since the disunionist leaders must 
have known too well that in this case a crime would have been the 
worst of blunders. The Prince, perhaps, may have thought of the 
examples of history, and of the days when those who bore this title 
took the held in defence of their heritage. He had good cause for 
exertion. Not even when Hoche's armaments appeared in Bantry 
Bay was the Crown of Ireland in greater peril. 

If the Prince set us an example of duty, he also saw one. Amidst 
all these wretched scenes of faction, intrigue &ud weakness, while 
English noblemen and gentlemen are not ashamed for the sake of 
office openly to conspire with the avowed enemies of the realm, the 
eye of any Englishmen who cares only for the country must rgst witJi 
pleasure on the figure of Lord Spencer. Praise of dfe living may 
sound like flattery; but distance gives somewhat of the privilege of 
history, and we. who look from afar may pay our tribute to one who . 
has made such sacrifices to patriotism, and has so bravely and stead* 
fastly held a most hateful and dangerous post. The breath of calumny 
will soon pass away from the mirror, and it will be better to have 
served the country at Dublin than to have reposed amidst the social 
delights of Althorp. 

There are those to whom the Prince’s visit, though late, seems to 
have been the first step in a right direction. More than twenty 
years ago an unheroic policy was, after careful study of the question, 
propounded for Ireland. It consisted of ( 1 ) Disestablishment and 
religious equality; (2) a reform of the laud laws, abolishing primo-^ 
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genitnre and entail, and facilitating purchase; ( 3 ) the residence of 
the Court in Ireland; ( 4 ) one or tvo Sessions of Parliament at 
Dublin for the purpose of dealing with Irish questions; ( 5 ) an 
increase of local self-government, perhaps in the form of Provincial 
Councils; (6) a line of Government eihigration steamers running from 
an Irish port. It is needless to say that every item of the policy, 
^ith the exception of local self-government, was meant for the three 
Celtic and Catholic provinces, which to the great confusion of our 
ideas arc miscalled Ireland. 

Late the Prince’s visit was, and being paid under the pressure of 
State necessity, it was robbed of all its spontaneity and of much of 
its grace. Besides, it was that of the heir, not of the wearer, of the 
crown. Yet its result has surely been such as to justify a proposal 
which had been treated by great practical authorities as paradoxical 
and futile. The policy of cold and dignified indifference prescribed 
by Mr. Parnell, at all events totally broke down. His lieutenants 
were obliged to betake themselves to getting up hostile demonstra¬ 
tions, which they did with imperfect success. It is evident what the 
effect would have been if every other year the Phoenix Park, surely 
no unlovely place of sojourn, had taken its turn with Balmoral. 

A hand was at the same time held out, not before there was. 
need, to the Unionists of the North of Ireland, whom English 
Badicalism, in its courtship of the Irish vote, has been doing its 
utmostPto disgust and estrange ; while the Government, deeming it 
right to repress with impartial rigour Unionist as well as Disunionist 
demonstrations, has appeared to turn a cold shoulder to its friends. 
Lose the loyalty of the North, and all may be lost; keep the loyalty 
of the North, and rebellion elsewhere may be confronted without fear. 

One great politidhl grievance the Irish have, and they will not be 
satisfied till it is redressed. Craving, most of all people, for objects 
of personal attachment, they havq never seen those by whom they 
were ^governed. Constitutional liberties and privileges, to their 
hearts, are c 51 d comforts in the absence of a c},ief; they ought to 
see both the Sovereign and the Parliament. To hold one or two 
short Sessions of Parliament at Dublin would be very inconvenient 
no doubt, but it would satisfy as nothing else will satisfy the craving 
for a Parliament in College Green. The Parliament in College 
Green before the Union is a strange object of wistful regret for 
Catholic Ireland. It was a Parliament of exclusion as well as of 
coiTuption and factious violence. It did nothing for the people; 
yet there is a not unnatural longing for something in its place. 
Let the Parliament of the Union present itself to the eyes of the 
Irish people; then, and not till then, they will. understand that 
boons bestowed on them are the gifts of Parliament, and not the 
* gifts of Mr. Parnell. 
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This absence from their sight and their hearts of ^e powers that 
govern them has been called the one political grievance of the Irish 
people. If there is another, what is it ? Whatris there which the 
Irish Members of Parliament have with anything like unanimity or 
perseverance sought to obtain Ar their country, and which Parlia¬ 
ment has obstinately refused ? Two literary champions of the Irish 
revolution have essayed to state its case. One dwells mainly od 
defects in local self-government, from which Ireland does not alone 
suffer, and to the cure of which Parliament was actually addressing 
itself when this rebellion broke out. The other dwells on Castle 
government, which his patriotic fervour leads him to represent as 
not less arbitrary and tyrannical than that of an Austrian governor 
of Venetia, as though the Austrian governor of Venetia had been 
the servant of a Parliament in which Venetia was fully represented 
or had been restrained by a free press, habeas corpus, and trial by 
jury. The Vice-royalty is a survival from the time when Ireland was 
really remote and the carriage of the Lord-Lieutenant had to be 
taken to pieces to be carried over Penmaen Mawr. Whether it 
should be retained has long been an open question among British 
statesmen, but it oan hardly be abolished with safety unless the 
Court will take its place. If it is retained, the limitation to 
Protestants ought of course to be abolished. Home Rulers demand 
in its room an Irish Secretaryship to be held by an Irishman. Would 
a Protestant Irishman from Ulster serve their turn ? ’ 

The question of local self-government is necessarily suspended by 
the continuance of a smouldering rebellion. The police cannot be 
handed over to the management of Moonlighters and people who 
avow their intention of extirpating the English. Otherwise a good 
deal might be done in this way. Public education itself might 
perhaps be wisely assigned to local Councils. In the Catholic 
Provinces the priests might cripple it at first, as most of them 
opposed its introduction; but local opposition 4o them would spring 
up and the Imperial Goverument would be relieved of tlie strain. 

It is from its union with the agrarian movement that the political 
movement derives its present strength. Movements purely political 
have always come to nothing. O’ConnelPs Repeal was a prolix 
farce, saving that it brought him rent. The aims of the leaders are 
political, but the aims of the people are agrarian. The pec^le are 
persuaded that if they can get rid of the English connection they 
will be at liberty to deprive the landlords of the rest of the rent. 
Despoiling landlords will not make laud which does not produce 
graiu capable of feeding a population which, even if it did produce 
grin, it could not feed. Like the French in Canada, the Irish, 
havlpg a low economical standard, multiply with a rapidity which 
defies the laws of prudence and overflows the . limits of subsistence^ ' 
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the Church in both cases encouraging early marriage. Quebec is 
relieved by profuse emigration into the States; otherwise she would 
be the scene of chfonic famine: and Ireland must be relieved in the 
same way. If she is to be permanently cured of her complaint, 
there must be not only emigration but clearance. Socialists who 
call upon the State to provide food for everybody on the spot, will 
hnd it necessary to invest the State with the power of determining 
how many people shall be brought into the world. Priests oppose 
emigration because it carries off their flocks, demagogues because it 
carries off discontent. Put it is the prime and most absolute 
necessity of the Irish situation ; and a Government line of emigra¬ 
tion steamers running from an Irish port is a proposal which invites 
consideration. Whither the emigrants shall be sent is a difficult 
question. To send them to the Northern States is to swell the 
ranks of the enemy. The same may be said as to Canada in a 
somewhat less degree. In the Southern States there is as yet no 
Feuianism, and the rise of manufactures is improving the market for 
labour. The emigrant from Celtic Ireland hardly ever takes to 
farming. But Australia is more within reach than it was, and 
Tasmania seems to have room for a good many inhabitants, while 
the climate is one in which an Irishman will not suffer as he does 
when he is sent from the mild climate of Ireland to a country where 
the winter is long and severe. 

Agriirian legislation is beneficial just iu so far as it increases 
production and gives more bread to the people. This will hardly 
be done by confiscation, which puts an end to investmeut in land 
and to the advance of money upon it, or by encumbering the 
country with a multiplicity of complicated and unsaleable tenures. 
What Ireland, and not Ireland alone, wants iu this way is a free 
land market and the Torrens system of conveyance. It is strange 
that by the side of a drastic, not (o'say socialistic. Land Act, Porlia- 
men^should allow primogeniture, entail, and the costly and cumbrous 
system of conveyancing to flourish as before. / 

A free market would put the land into the hands of those who 
would till it, cither on the large scale or on the small. In this way 
absenteeism, which undoubtedly is a great social evil, will be cured; 
it is not likely to be cured iu any other way. The notion of 
treating estates again as fiefs and reviving feudal duties is surely 
chimerical. Landlordism, it is to be feared, however beneficent and 
picturesque in theory, is practically a failure. Where there is no 
obligation to work, pleasure in most of us gets the better of duty, 
and it carries off the squire to London or the Continent. Absentee'sm 
is becoming very common iu England. It is likely to beewme 
commoner still if scientific agriculture and democracy put an end 
to fox-hunting and game-preserving, as they probably will. Bu- the 



THE ADMINISmATlON OF IRELAND. 6 

days of great estates, held for the purposes of political influence or of 
social pride, are past in Ireland and IJogland alike. Territorial 
aristocracy is being killed by American harvests.* 

The residence of the Court in Ireland would tend to banish the 
fancy, which malignity is trying to inflame, that Irishmen are 
socially disliked and disparaged. At the public schools or at the 
universities, where socisd prejudice shows itself without disguise, will 
anybody say that Irish boys or youths are treated wildi contumely 
by their fellows? Are they not rather favourites? There are 
jokes about Paddy no doubt: so there are about Sandy and Tafly. 
It is hardly to be expected that the behaviour of certain Irish 
Members in the House of Commons will be taken for that of gentle¬ 
men, or that it will fail to cast its shadow on the body to which 
they belong. The “comic Irishman,which has been cited as a 
proof of British insolence, is largely the creation of two Irish pens 
—those of Miss Edgeworth and Mr. Lever. Everything in the 
Empire, social grade included, is open to Irishmen as freely as to 
Englishmen or Scotchmen, and they do in fact hold many of the 
highest places in the State, the Army, and the Church. Greater 
honour, we are told, ought to be paid “ to the country which 
has produced Castlereagh, Canning, Gough, the two Lawrences, 
Nicholson, Roberts, and Wolseley." That list of names is itself the 
answer to the complaint. It has only to be added that the names 
all belong to the British element of the population which the 
Nationalists propose to drive out of the country. 

History cannot be abrogated, buf; it may be read in the light of 
common sense and equity. In the age of conquest Ireli^nd was 
conquered, as England was, by‘ the Normans, and special evils were 
entailed by the circumstances of the conquest which produced a 
local separation of the races and the ” Fale.’^ In the age of 
religious wars. Catholic Ireland was involved in religious war; she 
did what she could in support of the Catholic powers which were 
trying to extirpate Protestantism and liberty with the sword; and 
happening to he in the part of the field where Catholicism was 
worsted, she suffered a small portion of that which the party of 
Protestantism and liberty suffered in the part of the field where 
Catholicism was victorious. All this belongs to the past as com¬ 
pletely as the Inquisition and the Dragonnades. That England 
crushed a brilliant civilization is a preposterous fable, as, in fact, 
apologists of the present rebellion admit when they call Englishmen 
unfeeling for letting in on the fiction the light of history, only 
native civilization which Ireland ever had was ecclesiastical, and this 
was ruined, not by England, but by the barbarism of the clans. 
Commercial exclusion was very bad, though this also was in the 
spirit of the age; but it has been compensated ten times over by the 
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market which England has afforded to Ireland, and the eniployment 
which her manufactures have given to Irishmen who would not have 
fctund bread in their own island. If it is called harsh to tell these 
truths, the answer is that no people have suffered more than the 
Irish from lies, and that they' have nd' worse enemies than those who 
teach them to subsist by the exhibition of historic sores and by 
getting up abortive rebellions instead of exerting themselves, like 
other nations which have been unfortunate, to make up the lost 
ground. That Catholic Ireland has been most unfortunate, and that 
great allowance ought to be made for the political shortcomings of 
her people on that ground, no one has striven harder to show than 
the writer of this paper. It is a different thing to say that the 
political shortcomings of the Irish, even in Ireland, much more in 
the United States, where their political character is just the same, 
are the results of British oppression. Does courtesy require us to 
believe that the Government of Mr. Gladstone is in the habit of 

causing puling infants to be tossed on bayonets, and calling in 
famine to exterminate the Irish people when the sword has failed to 
do the work ? ” There is no justice, as Mr. Morley truly says, in 
being unfair to one^s own countrymen; or, it may be added, to one's 
own country. 

That history has left its trace in the bitterness of the Irish against 
England is true. Yet about this there is a good deal of exaggera¬ 
tion. liwenty-three years ago, when the writer of this paper iirst 
visited Ireland, the feeling was nothing like so strong. Its present 
intensity is the work of a vitriolic press in the hands of men whose 
aim is not to improve the condition of the people, or to tell them any 
sort of truth, but to fill them with hatred of their British fellow- 
citizens for the purp(fee of getting up a rebellion. With that press 
it will be found necessary to deal, however unwelcome the necessity 
may be. Freedom of opinion is pre9iou8, but inciting to murder and 
civil war is not opinion, nor does eveiy villain who can buy a fount 
of type becoxffe thereby sacrosanct and privileged to do the com¬ 
munity any mischief that he pleases. 

Of the Koman Catholic religion nobody wants to say anything 
discourteous. In Ireland it has numbered among its adherents 
Bishop Moriarty, Dr. Bussell, and Lord O'Hagan. But its effects 
on national character are much the same everywhere, and the respon¬ 
sibility for them certainly does not rest on England or on the 
Union. 

To withhold the extension of the franchise from Ireland would lio 
doubt have been difficult. The objection to the whole measure is 
that it is another blind alteration of the basis of the government 
without a fresh survey of the constitution as a whole or any attempt 
to. provide suffici^t safeguards, another step in the progress of uuor- 
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ganised democracy of wliich the bourne may be pretty certainly fore¬ 
seen. But it was a special stroke of statesmanship to put political 
power into bands by which you are assured beforehand that it will 
be used for the subversion of .the Legislature and the dismemberment 
of the nation. Is everybody, fft or unlit, entitled to the suffirage by 
the law of Nature ? Why, then, are votes not given to the two hun¬ 
dred millions of Hindoos ? Give an .Irishman a vote, and he handw 
it over at once to the priest, to Mr. Parnell, or to Mr. Pweed. Hb 
political instincts and habits are those of the tribesman, not those of' 
the citizen. Instead of being more free when invested with the suf¬ 
frage he is rather less free, because he becomes the willing slave of 
his head centre, who is at this moment nominating his representatives. 
To govern the Celtic province as a Crown colony is what nobody has 
proposed. But if civil war should break out and a strong Govern¬ 
ment should be the temporary consequence, that Government will 
perhaps be found more suitable to the temperament of the people, as 
well as more conducive to the improvement of the country, than the 
demagogic system. In time, Ireland, if she remains in the Union, 
will be brought up to the level of British progress in self-government. 
At present she is in an earlier stage. 

Let positive assurance be given of the inviolability of the Union 
and of the hopelessness of all attempts to destroy it. This is the 
great political need of Ireland at the present moment. A nationality 
the Irish may have in the Union, like that of the Scotch, avith all' 
the memories, sentiments, and symbols. Home Rule also they may 
have in the Union like that of the Scotch, if the Irish members of 
Parliament will only follow the example of the Scotch members, and 
instead of trying to wreck the Legislature, take counsel and act to¬ 
gether on local questions. But let all doubt be rSmoved at once from 
the minds of Irish Unionists about the determination of England and 
Scotland to uphold the Union, ^ the people of the United States 
upheld their Union, with the whole power of the nation. Nationalist 
leaders will then begin to direct their efforts to practicAl and attain¬ 
able reforms. At present that at which they aim is not reform, but 
the severance of the Union, and to intrigue with them is to intrigue 
with dismemberment. No measures of reform, however extensive, 
have ever moderated the virulence of their abuse. 

Ireland has been connected with England for seven centuries, 
surely a sufficient term of prescription. Nature has manifestly 
linked the two islands together, so that they must be united or 
enemies, while if they are enemies the weaker must suffer. The 
races are now mingled both in Ireland and in Great Britain. What 
can be more ridiculous than to hear a man bearing the name of 
Parnell, Biggar, or Sexton, talk of. driving the British out of 
Ireland ? Supposing separation to take place, what is to be don» 
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'with the Irish in England ? Is every member of a nation of com¬ 
posite or federal structure to deem itself privileged at will, instead of 
bringing its grievances constitutionally before the United Legislature, 
to secede and break up the nation ? Is every local demagogue to be 
at liberty to get up a civil war for that purpose ? When Sicily or 
Naples becomes restless, do English Radicals call upon Italy in the 
same of morality to let the disaffected province go ? Why Is this 
duty of self-dismcmbcrment to be enjoined on Great Britain alone ? 
To the writer of this paper Jingoism and aggrandizement have 
always been hateful. But the Radicals must surely own that their 
country is a great moral power, that her influence in Europe is 
good for humanity, that it depends upon her retention of her high 
place among the nations, and that human progress, political and 
general, would suffer greatly by her fall. Nor can they doubt that 
with a hostile republic, for hostile it must always be, carved out 
of her side, she would sink to the level of a second-rate power, and 
lose her voice in the councils of Europe. 

As to Ireland herself, does the most extreme of Radicals, if he 
has anything statesmanlike or scientific about him, believe in the 
feasibility of a Fenian Republic, or think that anything could come 
of such an attempt but confusion and a renewal of the calamities 
of the past ? Can the most extreme of Radicals, one may add,, 
watch the behaviour of the Bisunionist leaders, listen to the almost 
delirioua> calumnies which pour from their lips, observe the methods 
and the engines of warfare to which they resort, mark their treat¬ 
ment of Mr. Gladstone after all that he has done for Ireland, and 
yet persuade himself that the cause which these men represent is 
really a great cause? The political insurrection is nothing but a 
conspiracy, conceived mainly in the interest of personal ambition., 
If on the part of the leader an actuating motive is venomous and 
fanatical hatred of the English rape, to which his own ancestors 
belong^, this does not make the movement more reasonable or more 
worthy of resjJfcct. 

The dictates of patriotism, of statesmanship, of morality seem to 
coincide and to be clear., But the nation is governed by party ; and 
on both sides a section is now bidding for the Irish vote: not only 
for the Irish vote in Ireland, but for the Irish vote in English and 
Scotch cities, where the Irish unhappily are strong. A dismal sound 
is the name of the Irish vote in the ears of all the lovers of good 
government on this continent. Cities overwhelmed with debt by 
municipal corruption are not the worst effects of its influence. The 
political excesses which have brought discredit on republican institu¬ 
tions in America were not the work of true republicans, but of the 
Irish vote leagued with slavery, and under the patronage of the 
slave-owner working its will in the Northern cities. The Celtic and 
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Catholic IrishmaD, aa has been already said, is not a citizen bat a 
clansman. He belongs not to the nation or to any national party^ 
but to his race, the union of which within itself and its severance from 
the rest the community are preserved by the Catholic Churchy 
which in Canada has been able to extort for itself a system of 
separate schools. His vote is in the hands of his leaders, ecclesiastical 
or demagogic. He fights at the polls, not for any national policy er 
party, but for the interest of the tribe and of its chiefs. At the 
bidding of the chiefs and in the interest of the tribe he is ready to 
connect himself with either party, and to pass from one party to 
the other. lie does the same in Australia, as we learn from Austra¬ 
lian writers on politics, and there also threatens seriously to mar 
the working of Parliamentary institutions. As a labourer, the 
Irishman in America has been most useful, and deserves a full 
measure of gratitude \ though he is now in some degree cancelling 
his services by maltreatment and exclusion of the Chinese. But 
politically his influence, as an American journalist said the other 
day, has been invariably evil. To that influence, however, politicians 
have cowered; any force which is compact and unscrupulously 
wielded affects their imaginations even out of proportion to its real 
magnitude; and in the United States whatever remained of Anti- 
British feeling has combined with this servility to make Tammany a 
great power. But for this continent the day of redemption has 
dawned. In the Presidential election, the Irish believing, aod having 
probably received some assurance, that the Kepublican candidate 
would inaugurate a foreign policy hostile to England, deserted the 
Democratic party, and cast, there is reason to believe, sixty thousand 
votes against its candidate in the State of New York alone. To rat 
and then be beaten is ruinous; that strange alliance, which nothing 
but slavery could ever have cemented, between the Irishry and the 
highly Conservative leaders o( the Democratic party has been 
broken ; and among the republicans of the New England stamp the 
retainers of Tammany will scarcely dnd a political hoiflb. At Wash¬ 
ington is now a President who owes his election largely to an 
independent vote, and whoso uprightness, courage and resolution 
set the armies of corruption at defiance, and have opened a better 
era for his country. Between this man and Tammany there can be 
no fellowship; even peace is not likely to be long maintained. »And 
while we are thus looking forward to emancipation, ia the mother of 
us all going to bow her neck to this wretched yoke ? Is faction to 
be allowed to lay the greatness of England at the feet of a Head 
Centre ? Are these the fruits of Party Government ? 

OoLD^iif Smith. 
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^PHE greatest of living Frenchmen, the greatest man of genius 
-I. whom this century has known, the Altissimo Foeta, the most 
splendid romancist of his age, has accomplished his great career. 
He is the last survivor of a great period in French literature—the last 
member of one of the greatest literary brotherhoods which has ever 
existed: and he has carried with him to the very portals of the 
grave a lamp of genius scarcely dimmed, and a personal power and 
influence which every year increased. Not very long ago all Europe 
gathered round him to offer congratulations on his hale and hearty 
old age; since then, with more than the hands full of flowers of the 
classic tradition, with honours and praises from every quarter of the 
earth, he has been c&rried to his grave. The very sight of a man 
so distinguished, the consciousness of his honoured existence as the 
representative of the noblest and mpst all-embracing of the arts— 
that which depends for its effects upon the simplest and most 
universal of lihstincts—was an advantage toj the world. The 
extravagances of hero-worship are inevitable, and in nothing is the 
ridiculous so trembliogly near to the sublime; but allowing for all 
that, and for what is worse, the almost equally inevitable foolish¬ 
ness which adulation creates, the position of Victor Hugo was of 
itself an advantage to the world. In a soberer pse altogether, and 
with a uoble modesty, which we may claim as belonging to our 
race, Walter Scott occupied a somewhat similar position—which 
would have been all the greater had he lived to Hugo’s age, 
an element which must necessarily be taken into consideration: 
but, save in this one case, there has been no parallel to the eminence 
of the great Frenchman in the estimation of his country and of the 
world. 

It is not now that the critic requires to step forth to establish the 
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foundations of this great fame, or decide upon its reality or lasting 
character. This has been done in the poet's lifetime by a hundred 
voices, favourable and otherwise: no need to wait for death to 
give the final decision, as in some cases has been necessary. It is 
scarcely possible to imagine that after so long a time any discovery 
can be made, or any change of taste occur, which would interfere 
with the supreme position of Victor Hugo. A. new generation has 
been bom in the faith which to their elders is a matt6r of assured 
and triumphant conviction. But the air is full of his name, and 
it is a grateful office to go over again some of the noblest 
productions which human genius has ever given forth, and to 
contemplate in their unity the many works of a life as much longer 
than that of ordinary men as its inspiration was above theirs. 

It seems sad and strange, as well as laughable and ludicrous, that 
the great poet should be regarded by a vast number of his country¬ 
men, and perhaps by the majority of the Paris mob which paid him 
the last honours in so characteristic a way, as a revolutionary politician 
and a democratic leader. We will take the privilege of the foreigner 
to leave out that side of his life as much as may be practicable. 
“ Napoleon le Petit" and the “ Histoire d'un Crime " are works but 
little worthy of his genius. Political animosities, sharpened by personal 
grievances, have in many cases an immense immediate efiect in 
literature, but they pay for this easy success by speedy collapse ; and 
scarcely even the magnificent rhetoric and splendid vitupesation of 
“ Les Ch&timents ” will keep them living when the world has forgotten 
the lesser Napoleon, as it already begins to do. His patriotic fury, the 
impassioned utterances of his exile, the tremendous force of feeling 
with which he flung himself into the struggles of Prance, took up a 
large share of Victor Hugo's life, and will p]t>cure him a certain 
place in the historical records of his period. But when all the 
commotion and the din have ,died away, as indeed in a great 
measure they have already done, these fiery diatribes, these ^turning 
lava-streams, will be of little more importance thiifft the dustiest 
“ m^moirea pour servir "—materials' from which the historian, with 
much smoothing down and apologies for the pyrotechnics of a past 
age, will take here and there a vivid touch to illustrate his theories 
or brighten his narrative. They will retain, too, a certain im¬ 
portance as autobiography. But fortunately the great mass of the 
work which Victor Hugo has left behind him can be separated from 
the polemics of his tronbled age and fiery temper. It is not in any 
sense a peaceful literature. Conflict is its very inspiration. The 
struggle of human misery with all the confusing and overbearing 
forces of life; of poverty with the requirements and oppressions of 
wealth; of the small with the great; of the people with tyrants; 
of Man with Pate: these are his subjects, and he is never an 
impartial historian. He is on the side of the weak in every combat, 
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the partisan of the oppressed. But this does not detract from his 
work when his opponents are the oppressors of the past, or the still 
more subtle, veiled, and unassailable forces of Destiny. The poet's 
region is there : he is born, if not to set right the times, which are 
out of joint, at least to read to the world the high and often terrible 
lesson of the ages. But it vulgarizes his work when he is seen, 
taoth and nail, in violent personal conflict with foemen unworthy of 
his steel, embalming in poetry the trivial or the uncompleted incidents 
of contemporary warfare. It becomes almost ludicrous, indeed, 
when we find him pouring forth page after page of vehement and 
burning complaint in respect to the personal sufferings inflicted on 
himself, when wc know that throughout his career Hugo never knew 
what the cold shock of failure was, and that, from the moment 
when Chateaubriand adopted him into the ranks of the poets as 
Venfant sublime until the moment when all Paris conducted him to 
his last resting-place, no man has had a more enthusiastic following, 
or accomplished a more triumphant career. 

Victor Hugo was a son of the Kevolution. He was born as it 
were between the two camps, at a moment when France was the theatre 
of the greatest popular struggle in modern history, of a mother who 
was a Breton and a Legitimist, and a father who was a Republican 
general, an extraordinary combination. This does not seem, how¬ 
ever, to have made, as we might think, family life impossible, for 
Madamsk Hugo and her children followed the drum, and, notwith¬ 
standing all differences of opinion, found it possible to keep together. 
He was educated, it would appear, under his mother's influence 
rather than that of the soldier-father, and did not, till his mind was 
quite mature, throw himself into the revolutionary opinions which 
afterwards influenced him so greatly. A Royalist in the Restoration 
period, an observant but not excited spectator of public affairs from 
1830 to 1848—it was not till the foup d*etat and the beginning of 
the reign of the third Napoleon that he was seized with the passion 
of political liib. That great betrayal seems to have stung him to a 
frenzied resistance and put poison in his veins. His country was 
clieated and betrayed; the liberty for which she had made so many 
exertions, both heroic and fantastical, taken from her; and his own 
personal liberty and safety threatened. Victor Hugo's soul then 
burst into feu et flamme. He caught fire like a volcano long silent, 
a burning mountain that had simulated quiet unawares, and clothed 
itself with vineyards and villages. In the tranquil days, when 
Louis-Fhiiippe plotted and pottered, and France lay dormant, 
amusing her restrained spirit with the outbreak of the romantic 
against the classical, and taking pleasure in the burst of genius which 
had arisen suddenly and unawares in her midst, the poet was so 
lit^ dissatisfied with the bourgeois regime that he accepted the 
title of pair de France.” Montalembert had received it some time 
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before. There must have been something soothing, not inharmonious 

to the poetical mind, in the slumbrous reign which gradually became 

intolerable to the commonalty and got itself into contempt with all the 

world. The young poets of the time were peaceful, not discontented. 

Full of energy as they were,* they took no part in the gathering 

storm: Hugo, a peer, tranquil in the superior Chamber; young 

De Musset a courtier of the Duke of Orleans, and hoping for the 

king’s notice of his verses. The eruption was pieparing, the 

subterranean fires alight; but the sons of genius took no notice. 

When the tremendous awakening came, it must, in the case bf Hugo 

at least, have gained additional force from the long restraint. He was 

in the height of life, a mau of forty-six, the leader of the Romantic 

school, which by that time had overcome opposition and won the 

freedom for which it contended, the author of Hernani'' and the 

other great plays which form one of his chief titles to fame, and of 

volumes of lyrics which had taken the very heart' of the French 

people, and given a new development to the langnage. And it was 

also during this peaceful period that he had taken in another 

direction a first step of unexampled power and brilliancy in the 

romance of Notre Dame" Even among men of acknowledged 

genius, few have done so much in a lifetime as Victor Hugo had 

done up to this break in his career. We are qo accustomed to the 

attitude of demagogue which he took afterwards, to the violent 

revolutionary, the furious exile, the denunciatory prophet of the 

** Ch&timents," that it is strange to realize that his later aspect 

was prefaced by a long, peaceful, and prosperous beginning. Franco 

has never seen a more magnificent band than that which surrounded 

him, and which has made the reign of the Roi^bourffeois illustrious 

iu spite of itself; and it is curious to mhrk that these great 

intelligences did not object to their ruler nor to his ways, but 

lived like good citizens, with but an occasional fling at semi- 

sentimental politics. Hugo was the champion of abstract right iu all 

the discussions in which he took part. He it wa? who proposed, 

among other things, that the Bonaparte family should be permitted 

to return to France. Perhaps had he here been less abstract and 

logical, and more moved by the laws of expediency, it might have 

been better both for France and for himself. 

• 

The plays which he produced in this time of prosperous calm 
and apparent peace are without question the most remarkable dra¬ 
matic works of this century, and several of them will, we have 
no doubt, take their place permanently among the few of all ages 
and countries which the world will not willingly let die. They 
are all profoundly tragic, dark with that fate which smites at the 
moment when desire seems accomplished and the wished-for issue 
gained. Hernani, at the crisis of his happy love, when all clouds 
seem to have vanished ; Triboulet, in the mad climax of his vengeance, 
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▼11611 he has tracked his enemy to the murdercya den, and left him 
▼ithout poasibility of escape; and Lucrezia Borgia^ when she thinks 
she has saved the unfortunate young man who does not know that 
he is her son—each at the moment of fruition is struck by the inevi¬ 
table; the blow which has been in ■ reserve from the beginning, 
against which no precaution could have been of any service, which 
no foresight could have avoided. In the case of “ Hernani," which 
is perhaps the most popular, as it is the most purely poetical, of the- 
series, the catastrophe is less horrible, though not less tragic—the fatal 
cloud w^iich descends upon the innocent being necessarily different in 
character and complication from that which overwhelms the guilty. 
Few effects that have ever been produced on the stage exceed in 
power and pathos that of Hernani's marriage-night, when the bride¬ 
groom and bride, in the delicious calm and silence, after all the 
fatigues and triumphs of the day, at last left to themselves in the 
bliss of perfect happiness and security, suddenly hear ascending from 
the soft darkness into which they have been gazing the sound of 
the fatal horn. The breaking in of this tragic note into the 
impassioned yet tranquil rapture of the lovers has in it a jar of 
sudden and terrible surprise which rends the heart. The unexpected¬ 
ness of that which we have been expecting all along, which we knew 
was coming, has a pang in it which the calmest spectator can 
scarcely resist, and this although Hernani and bis bride are but 
types of youthful love and fidelity, fair poetical creations, without 
identity of their own to awake in us a warm sympathy. Triboulet 
in his frenzy, in his very baseness, in the horror of the outrage to 
which he has been subjected, has a very different kind of power. 
Our abhorrence of him, our pity, the frightful force of the catastrophe, 
all together rise to height of passion which is almost more than 
human nerves can bear. It was perhaps well that this terrible play 
was suppressed par ordre. Louis-Philippe, domestic and respectable, 
could have been affected but little, we may suppose, by the odium 
thrown upon Francis the First: but the spectacle was one which men 
in general could witness only with trembling. The wretched 
buffoon, stung to madness by insult and wrong, exulting over his 
supposed vengeance over the body of his enemy, and finding that it 
is his own child whom he has put into the hands of the murderer, i^ 
a sight too awful for the common eye. The tragedy of Lear,” if 
almost beyond the possibilities of representation, is within the noblest 
possibilities of art; but that of “ Triboulet ” touches those' limits of 
horror within which art should not go. His unworthiness, his 
meanness, bis cruel indifference to the sufferings of others, all enhance 
the intensity of the passion. There is in it an acrid note of despera¬ 
tion, of pain, hoarse, hopeless, and boundless, which is more keen and 
piercing than anything that is possible to Shakespeare^s larger 
greatness. We are elevated by the awful spectacle of human 
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angniali in one case ; we are stung and wounded in the other. It 
is not an exhibition of human nature at its climax; it is a night¬ 
mare, a horrible vision which haunts us, which we cannot banish 
from our eyes. 

" Lucrece Borgia has in a less eminent degree the same effect, 
though the horror in her case has not that frightful mixture of the 
contemptible which adds so much to its intensity. She is the 
crowning instance of another favourite conception of Hugo’s, that of 
a depraved and corrupt being with one possibility which still seems to 
bring it within reach of heaven*; one pure and disinterested love, which 
is at once its sole happiness and its most tremendous punishment. 
The courtesan, with whom this prodigy is always possible in French 
literature, who has been carried to the depths of sentimental vul¬ 
garity in the ** Dame aux Camelias and raised to such heights as 
are possible to her in “ Marion Delorme,’^ is in every way an insigni- 
hcant figure in comparison with the tragic princess, the mother 
whose career of blood and shame has always been imperial, yet who 
keeps in her heart one stainless fountain of love for the child whom 
she has scarcely seen. The poet, exploring with his ruthless ^rch 
the deepest abysses of human nature, shows us the woman contriving 
with devilish skill the murder of the five youths who have insulted 
her while watching with impassioned tenderness over the safety of 
her son. No touch of pity moves her in the one case, not even the 
knowledge that they are his comrades, and beloved by him; while 
in the other she is ready to sacrifice herself to save him the smallest 
pain. When she finds that Gennaro too is one of her victims, her 
despair is like that of Triboulet, yet has in it a more awful tragedy 
still; for her sou turns from her with disgust and horror, curses and 
' kills her. The struggle between them, though terrible, breaks the 
horror of the catastrophe, and the play altogether abounds in pic¬ 
turesque scenes and strong situations. Perhaps the fact that it is 
thus better adapted for the ordinary uses of the theatre^ makes 
it more tolerable than the sombre drama which conftntrates all its 
accumulated despair in the horror of the concluding scene. It is 
curious enough that both these dramas, so terrible on the stage, should 
have proved so effective in the hands of the musician. Perhaps the 
interposition of music, more or less veiling the intensity of the poetry, 
distracting the attention of the listeners to its own independent 
effects, is the best thing that can happen to tragedies so bitter and 
profound. 

Buy Bias ” is the only other of these dramas which it seems neces¬ 
sary to dwell upon. It is the most original in conception, the mOst 
important in dramlatic power. Its rank as a poetical work is as 
high as that of " Hernani/' but the construction is more remarkable, 
and it is here almost for the first time that ^e poet uses the highest 
gift of poetry, that of creation, and makes o£ his personages some- 
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be doubted that the original intenUpA^Qf this sprinklipg^ mth 
water was to wash off the ghost who migU following .tbe 
house of death; and in general I think we may lay down the rule 
that wherever wc find a so-called purification by fire or water from 
pollution contracted by contact with the dead, we may assume mth 
much probability that the original.intention was*to.place a physical 
barrier of,fire or water between the living and the deadi and that 
the conceptions of pollution and purification are merely the fictions 
of a later age, invented to explain the purpose of a ceremony of 
from the seriousness of intrigue and passion such as Hugo had never 
attempted before. The gay and careless rogue, all ragged and 
penniless, who is ready for any adventure, who does hot hesitate to 
take a purse or a man^s life, but counts out his share of the windfall 
to his comrade, and rejects with a scorn that proves the value of his 
blue blood (a curious and evidently involuntary contradiction of the 
poet’s democratic theories) the discreditable intrigue proposed to him, 
was a new figure on the French stage when Victor Hugo placed 
him there, and an altogether new departure in the poet's work. 
Don Caesar de Bazan has all the life and originality of a new crea¬ 
tion. He comes fresh from his maker's hands, an itourdi indeed, 
but something very different from Molieres young gallants—an 
impudent adventurer, yet a human being devised by an art which 
has learned the inefficacy of the simpler symbols, and that a remainder 
of manhood, a something higher than self-interest, an incapacity 
even to understand certain forms of evil, is necessary to the truth of 
the picture. The idea was first suggested in Saverny, the light¬ 
hearted victim of “Marion Delorme," though in that case the 
inroad made upon «the canons of tragic art was far less important. 
The light-hearted reprobate who plunges into the midst of the sombre 
plot, chasing all sobriety, not to say solemnity, from .the stage while 
he holds possession of it, and interrupting while he aids the develop¬ 
ment of the«*tragedy, is the final triumph of thr^ new school 
over all the unities and established laws. Buy Bias himself is 
an attempt, not so successful, to temper the heroic symbol with 
human weakness, just as the vaurien is tempered with unlooked-for 
honour and integrity. Victor Hugo fails iu this, as Shakespeare 
himself would have failed. But Shakespeare never would have 
fallen into the mistake of involving his hero iu a base and dishonour¬ 
able bargain. Hither not even the passion which is reckless and 
hopeless can carry a man without such a forfeiture as disturbs and 
destroys our interest. Nobility of soul may be quite consistent with 
the position of a lackey, but not of a lackey who masquerades as a 
gentleman at his master's command in order to ruin his master's 
•enemy, even when done with the intention of saving her, and under 
the compulsion of a great and hopeless passion. Had it been Hugo's 
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the East are liable, we know that the material OftUae not only exists 
in the body of the sufferer, but also in the wool by whidi he is 
infected. Cholera we beliero to have a similar material and tangible 
cause, but no one as yet has been able to seize upon it. It has been 
sought for both diligently and skilfully, but it has hitherto eluded 
investigation. It will therefore be convenient to speak of it as the 
unknown entity cc. 

In the search after the a? of cholera which now occupies so many 
minds, the method which the pathologist ought to follow—the only 
one he can follow with reasonable prospect of success—-is that of 
spirit wronged by the inferiority of race, hut an inferior humiliated 
in his stolen greatness, and remaining still a lackey in his soul. 

While these plays were being written, and the mind of their 
author reaching its full development, the fountain of pure poetry, 
those outbursts of song which are often the most delightful and dear 
of all the utterances of the poet, were flowing forth, refreshing and 
fertilizing French literature, and giving a noble utterance to the 
new thought and rising energy of the times. His youth gave 
forth some uncertain notes, his fancy roaming from Bourbon to 
Bonaparte. But that his imagination should have been seized by the 
recollection of the great Napoleon is so natural, so inevitable, one 
would suppose, for every young Frenchman, and especially for the 
son of a Bonapartist general, that there would have been something 
lacking in him had he escaped that enthusiasm. Apart from 
these waves of national sentiment, and from the vague music 
of the Orientalesand other such preludes and symphonies, there 
is poetry enough in the various volumes which followed each other 
at uncertain intervals to have fully furnished onC man of genius 
with fame enough for what we call immortality. Hugo has enough 
and to spare for all subjects that occurred to him. A sunset, a 
landscape, a love song, alternate in his pages with a philosophical 
discussion or a brief and brilliant scene snatched from history, from 
contemporary life, from his own inner existence, all clothed in the 
noblest verse of which the French language is capable. His power 
over that language is boundless, the wealtli of an utterance which 
never pauses for a word, which disregards all rules yet glorifies them, 
which is ready for every suggestion, and finds nothing too terrible, 
nothing too tender, for the tongue which, at his bidding, leaps into 
blazing eloquence, or rolls in clouds and thunder, or murmurs with 
the accent of a dove. Never had there been so great a gamut, a 
compass so extended. We may take one of the most remarkable 
of his lesser poems as a symbol of his poetry in general—of the 
width of range and splendid force of suggestion which associates the . 
most unlikely subjects. It is that in which he seta before us the 
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gloomy king, mttsiug of all his dark schemes, of the affairs of the 
vorld, of TCDghance and fate, and the little princess in the garden 
holding her rose which half hides her innocent face, so that the 
tender looker-on can scarcely 

" Dietingiior dc la flour ce bel enfant qui joue 
£!t si I’on voit la rose, ou si I’on voit la joue.’* 

While the little one plays and babbles, the shadow of the man at 
the window Of the palace, which looks like la Mort, k moins que ce 
ne soit le Roi,” ponders, watching unconsciously the figure of the 
child. He is thinking of his Armada launched upon the sea, and 
its fate—she of her rose : when suddenly the evening breeze seizes 
the fiower, and, catching its over-blown perfection, scatters the petals 
over the basin, raising a miniature storm. 

** On croit voir dans un gouffre une ftottc qni aombro 
* Madanic ’ dit la dubgue uvec aa face d’ombre 
A la {letitc tille £tounce efc rdvant 
Tout Bur terre appartient aux princea, bora le vent.” 

Thus the fiower and the fieet are scattered in one pregnant line, 
and the history which affects the world, the turn of fate which 
engulfs one nation and saves another, and the momentary dismay 
which clouds the baby*s eyes at the loss of its evanescent treasure, are 
all told. 

It is impossible, or almost impossibIe3 to convey through the medium 
of translation the melody and beauty of lyrical poetry from one lan¬ 
guage to another ; it is even difficult for a foreigner to appreciate 
fully, though well acquainted with the language, that finer soul of 
verse which is dearest to the native ear. And we do not venture to 
attempt to explain and describe the indescribable. But yet there 
are many of Victor Hugo's most striking poems which might be 
translated with at least an approximate success. For that in which 
he is perhaps at his best is the delineation of a sudden scene, an 
incident in which human nature is seen at its highest or lowest, a 
spark ftruck out of the darkness in which history leaves the mass of 
humankind. The calm soldier of'' Apres la Bataille '(it is his father, 
which adds a charm), who, after the wounded man on the lost field 
has taken advantage of his pause of mercy to shoot him, says to his 
attendant, Donne-lui tout dc m^me h boire; ” the gendarme who is 
being led away to be shot when he encounters his child, full of dis¬ 
may and wonder to see him thus accompanied, and who is permitted 
to go home with the boy to satisfy him, returning smiling to his 
death; the little Communard who before his execution asks and 
obtains leave to carry his watch to his mother, with many more that 
might be selected, are in themselves so penetrated and vibrating with 
the. highest strain of feeling that in the rudest diction they would 
jitill be poetry. None of all these exceed in poignant sympathy and 
poetic insight the wonderful little poem of the *'Crapaud,” the suf- 
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ferer in vliich is no more dignified a creature than a toad^ and the 
hero, another patient animal, horn son of suffering, the peasant’s hard- • 
working and poorly-fed ass. The story of the miserable toad, the 
monatre, ch^tif, louche, impur, chassieux," seen in the clear and soft 
air of evening, the sky still rcAy with sunset, all still and breathing 
peace around, is told *with incomparable pity and tenderness. A 
priest with his book, passing slowly, sees the " hideuse bSte," and 
crushes it with his heel. A woman, fair, and with a fiower in her 
breast, blinds it with her parasol. A band of children, among whom 
was the poet ("j'6tais enfant, j’etais petit, j’etais cruel"), fall upon and 
torture it. At the moment that they are about to conclude their 
cruel work, by letting a heavy stone drop on it, a cart comes up 
drawn by ** uu vieux Aue ^clopp^, raaigre ct sourd."’ 

‘‘ IjCB enfauts entondent cette rone et ce pas 

tuurui^rent bruyaata et virent la charette 
** Ke mets pas le pav6 sur ie orapaud. Arrfitc : 

Cribrcnt-ils. Voit tu la voiture descend 
Kt va passer ilessus, o’est bien plus amusant,” 

'I'ous regardaieut. 

Soudaiu avan^ant dans rorniero 
Ou le monstre attendant sa torture demiilre 
L'4ne vit le crai>aud et tri&tc—lidlos : peoebe 
Surun plus triste—lourd, rompu, mome, dcorch($ 

II scmbla le tlairer, avee sa tote basae. 

Ce for 9 at, ce damne, ce patient, fit gr&ce 
• • • • • 

Avee sa lassitude acceptant le combat 
Tiraut Ic chariot ct soulevant le bftt 
Hagard, il detnurna la roue inexorable 
, Laissant derriure lui vivre oe miadrable.” 

If there is something of the inevitable polemics in this heart¬ 
rending story, there is at the same time a tenderness ineffable, a pity 
which is divine. 

It is not, however, upon his poetry, either in the form of 
drama, lyric, or narrative, that his fame out of France, or at least 
in England, is founded. There is no more usual deliverance of 
superficial criticism in this country than that which declares French 
poetry in general to be either nought-^which is still a not ud common 
notion—or at least not great enough to be worth the study which 
alone could make it comprehensible. There are many good people who 
dare to say this yet live, audacious, and unconscious of their folly. "We 
have now, however, to consider Victor Hugo on a ground which no one 
ventures to dispute. The great Romances—for which we should like 
to invent another name—which wc cannot call novels, and which are 
too majestic even for the title of romance, though that means some¬ 
thing more than the corresponding word in English—are in their 
kind and period the greatest works produced in his time. We 
are glad that wc are not called upon to make any comparison of 
the Frenchman with our own beloved romancer, the master of all* 
fiction in England, the name most dear ^ in literature. Scott’s 
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noblCj Bober^ temperate^ and modest genius is in all things different 
from the tempestuous, fantastic, and splendid imagination—the nature 
fiery, violent, yet profound—of his successor in the field. That 
Hugo penetrates deeper, that the depths of that abyss of which he is 
so fond lie open before him, and that nothing in Scott gives the 
terrific impression which the dark and surging mass of vitality, misery, 
tfod crime lurking in the backgrounds of Paris both medioeval 
and actual, 'conveys to us, we readily admit. The principle of 
selection was stronger in ScotPs days, as it is always strong in our 
sober atmosphere; and it is certain that he would not if 
he could have reproduced that seething mass of squalor and 
iniquity for any reward. But at all events there is no one but Scott 
with whom we can compare Victor Hugo—otherwise he is hors 
concurrence a greater than we know how to equal or classify. 

** Notre Dame de Paris," with all its strange learning and 
wonderful panoramic effects, is not like the work of a young man, 
or a first essay in the art of fiction. Yet he was scarcely twenty-eight 
when it was written. It has nothing of the frank reality and open- 
air life of Scott. Its extreme elaboration and detail resemble more 
the work of Manzoni in the ** Promessi Sposi," and it has evidently 
been the model, conscious or unconscious, of Romola." George Kliot, 
’ who was not, so far as we are aware, a disciple of Hugo, bears more 
' resemblance to him than any other writer of historical romance. 
Scott bus no object but that of telling his manful delightful story 
of times which charm him by their picturesqueness, which have seized 
upon his imagination in all their glory of arms and adventure, and 
with that advantage of distance which makes the past the true land 
of romance. Manzoni has no story to tell, nor spontaneous impulse 
like that of our greafromancist, but the distinct and carefully worked 
out purpose of elucidating the Middle Ages in Italy, and laying 
before us the conditions of life in that departed condition of affairs. 
Victor Hugo adds something to both. He has his tale to tell, but 
the tale is a parable—he has his revelation to makr^ his old world to 
light up with a lurid illumination, which does not diffuse itself over 
the landscape, but lights up here and there with miraculous 
Rembrandt effects against the background of a world of shadows. 
With him there is meaning in everything, and the common struggle 
and conflict of humanity at large with the forces that oppress and 
enslave is never lost sight of, even when bis ‘principal object is to 
trace out some individual struggle against those awful powers of 
fate which have been the subj[ect of so many dramas, and have 
affected the imagination of so many poets. George Eliot, too, has 
a moral object like Hugo, but the endeavour she makes after day¬ 
light and atmosphere, in itself a greater aim, is less perfectly carried 
out,. She gives us the idea of being tremulously anxious about this, 
about the truth of fact in every detail, while he, in the exuberance 



VICTOR HUGO. 


21 


of his genius, treats all surrounding ^circumstances Trith a carelessj 
almost contemptuousj mastery, flooding h strong light upon them 
here and there as it pleases him, not taking the trouble to think o£ 
accuracy. Manzoni is not anxious, but very careful, pedantic, 
determined to be, and fully assured, that he is right. Scott is by 
far the simplest as he is the first—the example and leader of al^. 
He takes his art more easily than any of his succes^rs, with an 
air of exercising it for his pleasure, which none of them have: yet 
we' doubt if any historical portrait among them has ever produced 
more impression than that of Louis XI., or given the world a com^ 
plcter conception of the strange mixture of devotion and dishonesty, 
cnielty, cunning and fraud, which was possible in the ages of faith. 

A^ictor Hugo makes no historical portraits. The group of beings 
round whose hapless feet be draws the coils of fate are all offsprings 
of his fancy. The dancing girl of the streets, an image most 
probably borrowed from the Precioza ” of Cervantes—if among such 
sovereigns of poetic inspiration there could ever be any question 
of borrowing—the frightful spectre of the priest, the deformed and 
formidable monster Quasimodo, with his hideous body and faithful 
soul, all linked together in fatal fortuitous combination, belong to 
the imagination alone. The beau capiiaine has a certain footing on 
the solid earth, and is, indeed, a remorseless picture of the young 
libertine, handsome and heartless and beloved, with whom Action is 
but too familiar. But all these figures are primitive, in the elemen¬ 
tary stage of existence; they have no defence of character, of 
individual life or thought against the constraining force of the 
fatality which grasps them, and which they cannot escape. Even the 
girl, who is the image of purity and innocence apid all those sombre 
and terrible scenes, is pure only till temptation really touches her, 
and has in herself no protest against sin, but only against that to 
which she has no inclination. The priest in his vile soul has no 
pretence of a higher feeling. The passion that rages ii^ him Irns no 
right to be called love; it is the basest and most gross of animal 
desires. Only Quasimodo, the monster, knows what the word means, 
and the bitter and poignant contrast between the soul which is in 
him alone of all his surroundings, and the miserable body in which 
it is concealed, adds to the terrible story that same shrill tone of 
anguish which rings through the passion of Triboulet. He is but 
half human, yet he only has any link with the divine. He is like 
the toad of the poem, but more horrible thau the toad, os having all 
the consciousness and all the powtfr of suffering of a man. The 
tragedy is completed by the almost equally terrible figure of the 
recluse iu -her cell, whose delirium of maternal love aids the 
catastrophe and helps to betray to cruel death the child whom she 
has spent half her miserable life in mourning. She is brought in to 
heighten the horror, a^d she adds to the main subject a new 
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suggestion whicli the author has not paused to work out; but 
without her the climax of misery would have been incomplete, as 
beyond her nothing can go. 

According to his own explanation, it is the struggle of human 
nature with superstition which Victor Hugo has set himself to 
4emon8trate in this book. But it is much more. Superstition is 
the feeblest ,of the forces in it. The condemnation of the hapless 
girl as a sorceress is little more than the framework of the drama. 
The sudden commotion of the fierce yet easily diverted crowd, the 
merciless apparition of Tristan L’Her mite and his soldiers, and the 
various scenes about the gibbet give but a superficial support to this 
theory. The picture is really more - dark and fatal, less temporary 
and chronological. With greater reason it might be said that the 
motif of the sombre strain is that which plays so little part in ancient 
tragedy, but which is so great an actor in the modern. Love, so- 
called—the foolish mistaken passion of the unfortunate girl, the 
horrible love of the priest—one founded on nothing, on a freak of 
youthful fancy; the other revolting and brutal; yet both of the 
nature of that which links the world together; both in their essence 
meaning happiness, working destruction. Had she not caught the 
sombre eye of Claude Frollo, the gipsy dancer might have played her 
harmless magic without danger; had she not heard the voice of 
Pheebus in her mother’s cell, she might have escaped at the end; 
while, to carry the complication further, it is the mother’s frenzied 
love and misery which makes her the priest’s accomplice and secures 
the victim. The drama is, in fact, deeper and of far wider significance 
than the author claims for it. It is the errings and mistakes of the 
half-enlightened human creature, moving about in worlds not 
realized," stumbling into paths discovered too late to be fatal, half 
seeing, not understanding, till time brings the terrible explanation. 
Superstition has not much more to do with it than has the grand 
shadoV under which all is enacted: that magnificent Notre Dame 
which it is scarcely possible to think of, standing 'there, the central 
figure in the scene, as an inanimate thing. 

This was Victor Hugo’s coup d*essai in fiction, and it stands by 
itself a work, so far as we know, without parallel—a piece of mediaeval 
life and of universal tragedy, vivid, terrible, appalling. To think 
that Quentin Burward, fresh and simple, was just then walking into 
that lurid Paris, with its gloomy tumult and horror, to him a glorious 
daylight city, full of wonder and delight 1 The honest, open record 
may no doubt suffer in some pdints as compared with the other, in 
which the intensity of the effects suggest a constant flicker of torch¬ 
light and all the fantastic shadows and illuminations of night, rather 
than any shining of the sun. But Claude Frollo and Quasimodo^ 
and even Esmeralda, are all spectres that vanish in the distance, 
wild semblances that breathe of fever and fancy; while manly 
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Scotland the solid figures about him stand fast as men and finends. 
Human nature with the one is ever cordial and honest and kindj 
which^ all miseries notwithstandingi is its ordinary strain; but with 
the other it is dark, hapless, tragic—a thing of misery struggling 
among blind and terrible forms, uncomprehended or unknown. 

There is no tenderness in “Notre Dame.** Love itself is a deli¬ 
rium, and pity is so qualified with horror that there is no softness 
in it. But when we come to the Miserables,” all is pity and 
tenderness, and a compassion which melts the heart. To turn fri)m 
Claude Frollo, and find ourselves suddenly in the presence of Bishop 
Myriel, is a change for which we can find no words. In the gloomy 
world, wherein the dark priest of Notre Dame represents religion, 
there is no repentance or power of betterment, nor healing touch of 
sympathy, but only fierce remorse and execration and terror. But 
when the great romancist begins his second chapter of human history 
and fate, the altered atmosphere makes itself felt in a moment. 
The dark veil is lifted; the horror clears away; the visible soul of good¬ 
ness, even in things evil, comes tremulously to light through the tears 
of a charity which weeps but does not condemn. Bishop Myriel 
is impossible, it is common to hear, especially from those to whom the 
ideal of the saintly celibate—one noble image still existing in 
the Church of Home—is unknown. A bishop who has his family 
to provide for could not indulge in the kind of luxury Yictqr Hugo 
allows him; but the gentle old man, with his old sister, with no 
earthly care save for his flock, has other possibilities; and his intro¬ 
duction, after the tumults and gloom of the earlier tale, is like that 
sound “ as of a hidden brook in the leafy month of June,” which 
the poet brings in with sudden surprise of sweetness and relief after 
the mystic terrors of his vision. Bishop Myriel strikes the keynote 
of the wonderful tale. The convict in his hopeless and brutal 
misery, with every door shut against him, the unfortunate Fantine, 
falling from degradation to degradation, are enveloped in thb new • 
atmosphere of that tender, luminous ^regard. When Jean Valjean 
is running all the risks of the sensational drama in his hairbreadth 
escapes from the law as represented by Javert, our interest is indeed 
kept at full strain, and the innumerable escapes are managed with 
so much art that we follow them with unfailing excitement, and 
scarcely feel the strain of the repetition. But all this is on a much 
lower level of art than the extraordinary scenes of the opening in 
which is effected that wonderful operation which in religion is called 
conversion, the turning of a human soul from good to evil. The 
powerful picture of the the gaUrien, stupid with misery 

rather than crime, yet with the instincts of an outlaw, and drawn by 
some miserable current of impulse which be cannot resist, yet which. 
is not really his, into new, almost involuntary offence, is one which 
it is impossible to fienrget. When he steals the quarante-aous of poor 
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little Fetit-Gervais, the tragical effect is supreme. It is a miserable^ 
cowardly crime, at which the heart revolts; but as we watch it, 
looking into the convict’s dim and frozen mind, and sec the con¬ 
fused soul awakening, the stupefied intelligence rousing, the crushed 
humanity that breaks its bonds and comes to sudden, miserable life, 
^here could be no more grand and solemn spectacle. Once more the 
poet docs higiself wrong in the formula upon which he supposes him¬ 
self to build his work. All the after-struggle is secondary to the 
great event of the beginuing, which is the salvation of Jean Yaljean, 
not from the law or the prejudices of society, but from the power of 
evil. Javert is an accident, though a striking one: the real matter 
is much higher; it is the work of Bishop Myriel, not of the penal 
code. It is the redemption of a soul; it is the straggle, first of the 
dominant sin with the dim risings of a better life, and then of good 
with evil—the everlasting struggle in which, either by defeat or victory, 
in death or life, the heavenly principle wins the battle at the end. 

The Mis^rables ” is the story of this struggle in the soul and life 
of the rescued criminal, but it is also the story of the worid that 
lies behind and around him. Again, that swarming, tumultuous 
Paris, with its suffering multitudes, its chaos of discordant elements, 
and the great stream of life that carries on all those contradictions 
and anomalies. No city was ever so overflowing with the sound of a 
multitude; every roof hides a little secondary conflict; everywhere 
there are the tokens of the struggle, not with the law only and its 
rigid rules, but of the nobler with the baser, of mercy with judgment; 
The horrible taudis of the Thenardiers, from which it seems impossible 
that any gooJ should come, yields to France and the world the little 
flgure, heroic, pathc^c, the little demon-augel, the gamin Oavroche. 
The author pauses to make a hundred digressions, preaches, mis¬ 


represents, rhapsodizes, intoxicates himself with his supposed theme, 
then comes back, and with the clear smiling in his eye which implies 


a toai^ takes, us into the entrails of the elephant with the deux 
mdmtes and their little angel guardian. Though he loves the Rem¬ 


brandt effects, the dash of a torch into the darkness, these pictures 


are all done in light. The little Cosette, standing breathless in 


contemplation of the doll in the shop-window, la dame, which appears 
to her like an inhabitant of the skies, the poor little Cinderella of the 
uubergef squalid, hungry, hopeless, yet with the whole morning world 
behind her to retire into, the dream-refbge of the child, forms a 
pendant in some sort to Gavroche, though she is not so original. 
IWhenever Victor Hugo comes within reach of a child, his heart 
•expands, his style softens, his genius exhausts itself in tender ampli- 
jfleation of the theme he loves. And amid all the crowds and suffer¬ 
ings of the Mis^rables," he finds room for an idyll of youthful love, 
unique among his works. His art does not deal with lovers. We 
might have thought but for Cosette and Marius that he had a certain 
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scorn of that easy mo/s/, the subject of every common story-teller. 
Here, however, he hods it in his way and uses it with all the felicity of 
one to whom it is the first subject in life. Nothing is omitted in 
this wonderful book. If its chief subject is in the depths, it rises 
also, to the serenest heights of imagination. It is the epic of the 
miserable ) but since that great change which in the late twilight^ 
among the wild freedom of the open moors,, we saw ^king place 
in the soul of the miserable convict, it becomes also the romance 
of the happy. For that is the turning-point—not Javert and his 
needless pursuit, but the fact that Jean Valjean becomes the pere 
Madeleine—the repentant, the sorrowful who has obtained mercy. 
There arc many indications of vice, such as were indispensable 
to the subject; and there are also, as unfortunately in all Victor 
Hugo^s works, much wild talk and rhapsodies which to the inno¬ 
cent may sound like blasphemy. But withal, the Misirables 
is the greatest of religious romances ; a noble, modern, nineteenth- 
century legend of the saints. 

The “ Travailleurs de la Mer" is more strictly and formally 
true to the author’s declared purpose. It is the struggle of Man 
with the forces of Nature in a clearer sense than the Miscrables” 
represents the struggle with Society. The fantastic character of that 
confiict, and of the devilish being with which it is made, is within 
the privileges of art, though not perhaps according to the laws 
of probability. To represent Gilliat as riding the whirlwind and 
directing the storm in the ways of science by engineering or 
electricity, or any of those modern fabulous methods which would 
have appeared more unlikely than any diabolical monster to our 
forefathers, would have involved greater difficulties than the fight 
with the pieuvre, and would have been less picturesque. The 
concentration of the struggle with brute force, and the hideous, 
unreasoning will which seems to confront man in his attempts to 
subjugate the earth, and resist him to the death, in^a malignant 
creature, is in this point of view quite justifiable. But here again 
the subject widens, and the larger atmosphere of humanity comes in. 
Gilliat’s death-struggle is not with the pieuvre, nor with the winds 
and seas, over which the resources and expedients of humanity (in 
his case naturally strained to extravagance) are always victorious in 
the end; but with a thing much slighter and much greater—a trilling 
thing, not worth counting in the history of the race-*yet not to be 
overcome by those forces which can move mountains, or touched by 
the lever even which could upset the earth. It is the heart of 
another human creature, the foolish impulse of another’s inclination, 
which is the object, unconquerable by any giant, and against which, 
with all his strength and patience and boundless resource, this 
conqueror of the seas is brought to shipwreck and destruction. 
What need to speak of the struggle with Nature when here, at the 
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end, stands that against which no struggle is effectual*—once more 
the everlasting human mistake which lies at the bottom of so much 
misery^ and which no force known to man has yet been able to 
master ? While Qilliat goes on with the endless assaults and 
defences of his warfare the spectator is aware all the time that his 
,victory will avail him nothing; that, so far as his object goes, it is 
but a kind pf solemn farce, a labour in vain. Thus, once more, 
creative genius bursts its own bonds, and finds itself in front of a 
problem older, greater, than those easy enigmas that time, or work, 
or blood, or life, can solve. A man can conquer the world if he is 
strong enough, if he has time enough, if his determination is equal 
to his task; but though he should have the power of Hercules, and 
be able to overcome every adversary, even Death himself; though he 
should remove mountains and understand all mysteries, yet what is 
he in face of another human spirit whose will and meaning is 
contrary to his ? His strength avails him nothing in that encounter, 
nor his worth, nor the fact that his new opponent is slighter, weaker, 
not worthy to be named in the same breath with him, the victor of 
all things, but the vanquished in this. Gilliat dies, defeated, bat 
not by Nature, just as Esmeralda dies betrayed, but not by super¬ 
stition ; the fate that draws these victims to their doom is greater. 
It is the confusion of human hearts and impulses, the darkling ways 
by which we grope and stumble against each other in the twilight 
of our perceptions, without knowing what any step may bring us; 
without power to move the other, who, in the hermitage of his own 
personality, stands resistant—his will, his inclination, his thoughts, 
all beyond us, not subject to us, though we were the greatest and he 
the smallest of manjiind 1 

Thus the battle which can, and that which cannot be won, display 
themselves before us—the battle with the seas and that which is 
therein, how full of excitement, of passion, of energy, and hope! 
Nothing in it, even at its hardest, to appal the soul of the man who is 
above all the sombre forces brought against him, who is aware that 
he must conquer them at the last, and whose spirf> scorns the 
wounds and discouragements which by times bring his physical part 
to the eve of disaster. But before that adversary he is indomitable; 
a moment’s rest, and be is up again, with ever a new expedient, an 
improvised weapon, a restored hope; the earth and the seas are his 
natural subjects even when in full rebellion. But once in face of 
the other adversary, his high front bows, the arms fall out of his 
hand: there is no prevision of victory, no faith in his resources, no 
hope in anything that can be donej he is defeated without power 
even to strike a blow. 

This romance of the seas was a fit tribute of the poet to the 
island that gave him shelter. Its salt breezes, its. dashing spray, its 
bristling crocks, the atmosphere of health and hardy vigour, the open 
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air and ahining day are as strong and fresh* in. it as in its scene. 
His former works were full of night effects, strong contrasts of 
light and shade: but here the sky and horizon hare all the largebess, 
the breadth and space which belong to the sea. The scene is larger, 
but it is less peopled, the actors in the drama are few, for a great 
part of the work Gilliat alone holds by himself the human side of 
the struggle, and all the uncertainty of incident and ^rroundings, 
which in the former works were so endless and varied; are here 
entirely laid aside. It is an epic rather than a tragedy, yet the 
most tragic epic: the story of our life. 

It is curious to turn from the work to the workman at this 
period of his career. Victor Hugo himself on his rock in the 
midst of the ocean does not show the dignity of his silent hero. 
His own account of himself is not dignified. He was in the full 
force of that frenzy against Napoleon {le petit) which made him 
foam at the mouth, and in the Gallic rage which permits itself fuller 
utterance than among our reticent race, stamped and raved upon 
his little promontory among the seas, so that all the world could 
hear. The passion of the “ Ch&timents sometimes reaches a certain 
sublimity of vituperation. It is too grand for its subject, or for any 
such subject, the cry of a prophet, half demoniac, half inspired from 
heaven. It would be well that we should have no other record of 
the life at Jersey and Guernsey. His real position was somewhat 
strained, with something of the theatrical in it.' No doubt he 
appeared respectably en bourgeois, clad like other sane persons; but 
to see him as he exhibits himself in the Actes et Paroles, one would 
say a patriot pirate chief, a sort of Conrad with pistols in his belt 
and a red flag in his hand. He defied England which gave him 
shelter, sent a fiery proclamation to be posted on the walls of Dover 
when the Emperor paid his famous visit to the Queen, addressed a 
violent-somwifl/ior* (not at all respectueme) to Lord Palmerston, and 
did his best to work up the islanders to something likp insurrection 
in order to save a brutal murderer from the hangman. But these 
arc weaknesses which may be forgotten. , The third Napoleon has 
gained from his misfortunes a certain right, he too, as well as the 
murderers, to be judged with mercy. But perhaps it was not from 
the man who had glorified the first Napoleon, who had proposed the 
re-entry of the family into Prance, and who had seen the freedom 
he dreamt of crashed in a moment, and suffered in his own 
person exile and downfall in consequence, to do justice to what good 
was in the fallen Emperor. We wish that the poet had not foamed 
and raved for his own sake, not for Napoleon's; but that is all 
We may permit ourselves to take the privilege of selection, and 
omit the next of his works, the Homme qni Bit." The book is 
an embodiment gf all that is offensive in Hugo—extravagance, false 
taste, false rhetoric, and a choice of the painful, the horrible, and 
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the grotesque^ vhich in itself is a vice. He was weary of exile, of 
sorrow^ of long waiting for the good to come, when he h&d this 
nightmare. His next great work of fiction was produced under 
happier auspices. It was intended to have been followed by two 
others, in which the story of the Revolution should have been 
repeated and summed up; but this intention was never carried out. 
'As a matter of fact, a sequel to the portion of the work already 
before us would be little possible, since two of the chief personages, 
and these the typical leaders of the Revolution, had demonstrated the 
poetical impossibility of their undertaking by their tragic end. 

In Quatre-vingt-treizewe come back from the stillness of 
the island, the concentration of life within the surroundings of 
the seas, once more to the crowds and heat and conflict of 
tumultuous existence, into the bitter misery of civil war, and that 
desperate struggle for mastery which had not yet found a 
solution in Bonaparte. No scene in Victor Hugo's works is more 
characteristic than the scene in the ship with the cannon which has 
broken loose. The blind and fatal thing, simulating the struggles of 
a creature that has life and some sort of intelligence, is such a 
symbol as is dear to him. It is like the pieuvre, it is like Javert, 
an irresponsible instrument of evil; malign, yet innocent; striving 
to murder, yet without guilt. Its bounds and plunges are so many 
details in his parable—the man who stands with his life in his hands 
opposeti to that threatening, redoubtable, lifeless monster, is man in¬ 
carnate against the powers of destiny. Whether the strife was a 
possible one or not, it is hard for us in these advanced days to tell; 
he does not care—the struggle itself is his favourite parable. lu 
the history which follows we are brought face to face with the men 
of the Revolution in types too strongly characterized for mere 
human individuality, yet more fit for the purpose they are to serve 
than were they less symbolical. The first, the greatest, is the 
Seigneur of the old rSffime, the representative of a system which is 
over, one of those who have pushed France into the abyss, and made 
the Revolution which destroys. He is the type of ' iverything the 
author abhors in politics, but in art he vanquishes his author, and 
asserts his haughty hereditary qualities above all roiurierf and pre¬ 
tenders ; a man perfectly brave, fearless, remorseless, caring nothing 
for life or happiness which comes in his way, considering himself and 
his cause, or himself if there were no cause, as the object for which 
the world exists, and the dependants round him as created for his 
service, to labour, sufier, or die—what matter—according as his 
necessities require. He is the type of all the despotisms, the man 
of divine right, with a profound contempt for the people and all 
their claims. To Victor Hugo as a man no figure could have been 
more repulsive, but to the great artist Lantenac is irresistible. He 
subdues and overcomes the genius which has given him birth. 
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Gauvain, on the other side, the young commander of the BepnhUoan 
forces, is the poet's ideal. He is the favourite of all visionary 
souls, the emblem of generous'youth, rendered desperate by the vices 
of the past, laying vehement hold upon the Revolution, which is to 
him a new gospel, the salvation of the poor, the destroyer of cruelty 
and injustice. But this young and generous idealist is already chilled 
at the heart by contact with the fierce and horrible reality, with '93,* 
the year of blood, with the guillotine and carnage of tlfat fatal war 
between brothers which it is hard to receive as the beginning of 
the reign of fraternity. Young Gauvain is the enthusiast foredoomed, 
the hero for whom all our sympathies are concerned, yet whose strength 
wc are conscious cannot stand against the shocks of fate around him. 
Cimourdain, the true revolutionary, the rigid theorist and logician, 
he whose intellectual obstinacy is equal to that of the aristocrat, 
who stands at nothing, who is capable of emulating the inhuman 
grandeur of Brutus, or approving the horrors of September, an ascetic 
yet a demagogue, with the stern ardour of the priest in the veins of 
the atheist, a combination which has produced and still produces the 
the most hopeless of all combinations, the apostate-fanatic—is the 
third figure of this trio. Of the three, this is the man whoip we 
should have expected to be placed the foremost in the great conflict; 
but here once more the poet betrays the politician. Cimourdain's 
rage has a shrill tone in it, his pose a theatrical exaggeration which 
is not in the attitude or voice of the calm though equally pitiless 
noble. When bis pistol rings into the awful hush amid which the 
guillotine performs its work upon the guiltless and brave Gauvain, 
it shocks us like a covp de thidtre, a carpenter’s artifice in the midst 
of a tragedy. It is a tiresome interruption, an impertinence rather 
than a solemnity. Lautcuac disappearing into iltb night even at the 
cost of the young man’s life, has still a tragic dignity. The delegate 
is a characteristic invention, a fictitious figure constructed upon 
certain evident principles, and no more. , 

This is a very curious result of the great democrat’fT work. He 
was an anti-clerical in all the meanings of the word—that is, from 
his youth up, an opponent of the Church, 'a rebel against its autho¬ 
rity, without even the tradition iu its favour which the almost con¬ 
ventional necessity of a devout mother forms in the minds of most 
Frenchmen. Victor Hugo was opposed not only to the great insti¬ 
tution itself, but even to this sentimental influence, this ^nd of the 
imagination. The priest as priest had no attraction for him, 
but the reverse, and the work of the Church* was odious, as the 
most powerful of inventions for cramping and binding the human 
intellect. Yet when he would set before us the most pure ideal, 
the incarnation of mercy and goodness, he finds it in a priest—a 
priest the most perfect of priests, celibate, ascetic, a combination 
of every circumstance which in polemics would most separate 
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him from the common sympathies of humanity, yet by very right 
of that separation the succourer and servant of humanity, the. 
brother of tdl men. Bishop Alyriel is more than the Christian, he 
is the Catholic ideal. Among ourselves be vould be surrounded by 
children and human interests, and therefore would be impossible: 
but he is not impossible in the Church of Rome. He is there the dream, 
<the visionary man, dear to the imagination, and conceivable to hope. 
But nowhere has this " Papa Angelico," this priest of priests, been 
so apprehended and realized as by the man who scorned all priest¬ 
hoods, who was no Catholic, nor even, in the theological sense of the 
word, a Christian, to whom the Church was the kingdom of the 
devil rather than the Kingdom of God. Strange touch of fate in 
the necessities of genius: he goes farther than this. It is he, 
Victor Hugo, who explains that fond and tender imagination, that 
painful superstition, that sublime folly—these are choice of terms 
in which to describe the monastic service of the Perpetual Adora¬ 
tion—as no advocate of monasticism has ever done. Here Monta- 
lembert himself has no place before the man who scoffed at him and 
all his ideas, yet who thus outdoes them every one. It has been 
left for the revolutionary iconoclast to reveal to the world in the con¬ 
vent, that last retreat of bigotry and superstition, an abode of purity 
and peace, an ineffable ministration of sacrifice and love towards men. 
Curious reversal of everything that was to be expected of all the 
natural issues of belief 1 And in the drama of the Revolution it is 
his enemy who comes out triumphant. The most heroic action is 
done by the old noble: his mien is the grandest in the face of death. 
He discourses on the eve of his execution with a royal calm, with 
words which are like those which Hugo himself employs when 
addressing the revMutionaries of science, in face of whom the poet 
finds himself like his hero, a conservative, a noble of that oldest 
regime of all in which men were made by God, and not evolved out 
of the brute, a grand Soigneur of humanity, declaring against the 
frog and the«&pe his higher claim. ^ 

We have spent so much time upon this remarkable and unlooked- 
for result that we have omitted to notice the charm of the sombre 
volumes of " Quatre-vingt-treize," which is also the charm of the poet's 
old age—the wonderful group of children which appears in the midst of 
all the fire and flame, the conflict of passions and elements. There 
is no chapter of the life of childhood in literature known to us which 
wc could place beside the chapter entitled "Le Massacre de St. 
Barth^lemy.” The ^en outside may be types and symbols, the 
children live and breathe. The baby Georgette—who lifts her little 
finger and says “ Poum" at the sound of the guns, to whom the 
summons of war is '' musique," and the glow of the flame as it blazes 
up round their refuge "jolil"—is a creation so complete, so deli¬ 
cious, so mtich beyond anything we know, so infinitely modest, vivid, 
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and trae^ that words fail us in which to characterizd this triumph of 
poetic love and insight. The little group altogether fills our eyes, 
as we read with the moisture of delight> with something of that un¬ 
speakable tenderness, compassion, adoration, which is in the eyes of 
the writer. These little beings are in all the freshness of the inarti¬ 
culate, creatures conceived, not described; firesh from the hand of 
God, not sullied by the touch of that reverent yet playful beholder, 
through whom we see the blossoming of their unconsciousjife. Their 
seriousness, their busy-ness, their tremendous discoveries, their absorp¬ 
tion in the little world about them, and indifference to all that passes 
outside; the masculine energy of Ben^-Jean and Gros-Alain; the 
finer dreamer, twenty months old,' not yet sufficiently entered in 
life to give her full attention to it—form such a picture as neither 
poet nor painter had dreamed pf- The atmosphere about them is 
half heaven, half morning—^the little comedy of their existence is 
full of a pathos which is at once heartrending and delightful 
Amid all the. wonders of Hugo’s genius, this is perhaps the most 
wonderful of all. And one of the latest of his publications, the 
delightful volume called “ L'Art d’etre grandp^re,’^ sounds like the 
prologue and epilogue, the echo and the origin of the story'of the 
three children in the tower. The scenes in which Jeanne, like 
Georgette, jasej in the infant’s lovely, undecipherable language to 
herself and heaven—in which she sleeps, a little image of happiness 
and purity—in which she is au pain see dans le cabinet noir^ or 
tottering, cooing like the doves in the wood, making a thousand 
sweet discoveries, followed by the luminous eyes, the heart full 
of bliss and tenderness, the greatest genius in France or perhaps 
existing in the world, embodied in the grandfather, who to- these 
innocent creatures is half-god, half-man, their sla^ip, their protector— 
are more exquisite than anything we can compare with them. This 
was in the year when he had been renewing the recollections of his 
most stormy days. He had written with vengeful pen of iron, cutting 
into his adversaries and meaning it—no mercy in him—thp Histoire 
d*un Crime.” ^ 

But we love him better setting out upop his morning walk as if 
nothing but the morning and the peace of a new-awakened world was 
in his knowledge or in his heart. 

“ Moi qu’un petit enfant rend toufc-l‘fait atupide 
J’en ai deux: Georo[e et Jeanne : et je prend I'un pour guide 
Et I'autre pour lumidre, et j’accoura a leur voix. 

Vu qne George a deux ans, et que Jeanne a dix moil 
Leur eeiaiB (Texiater Bont divinement gauches; 

On OToit daua leur parole on tremblent des ebauohei 
Voir un reate de ciel que ai diaaipe et fuit: 

Et moi que auia le aoir, et moi qua auia la uuit 
Moi dont le destin p&Ie et froid ae decolor 
J’ai rattendriaaemeDt de dire: lie aont I’aarore, 

Lear dialogue obacure m’ouvre dea horizona : 

Bb a'Mitendeat entr'euz, ae donuent leur raiaoxu. 
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Jugez comme cela disperse mes peniiei 
En moi, d^sirt, projets, lea chosea insensSea, 

Les cboses sages; tout b leur tendre laeur 
Tombe et je ne suis plus qn'un boDbomme rdvenn 
Je ne sens plus Is trouble et seordte secousie 
Du mal qui nous attire, et du sort qni nous poosse. 

Les eufauts chancelonts sont nos meillears appuis. 

Je les regard, et puis je les ^coute, et puis 
Je suis bon, et mon couur s'a^ise eu leur presence 
J’accept Ics conseils sacr^s de rinnocence. 

Je pas toute zna vie ainsi: je n’ai jamais 
' BieU connus, dans les deuils comme sur les sommets 
De plus doux qui I’oubli qui nous envahit Tame 
Devant les 6tres purs d'oti monte une humble ilamme 
Je contemple en nos temps souvent noirs et temis 
Ce point du jour qui sort de berceaux et dea nids. 

■ • • • • t 

Ces mots niyst^rienx qne Jeanne dit b George 
C'est I'idyll du cygne avecle rou^-gorge 
Ce sont les questions qiie les abeules font 
Et que le lya naif pose au moineau profond. 

C’est ce desBOUB divin de la vasto harmonie 
Le chuchotement, Tombre ineffable et b6nie 
Jasant, balbutiant des bruits de vision 
Et peut ctre donnant uno explication 
Car les potits enfanis etaient hicr encore 
Dans le ciel, et savaient ce que la kerre ignore. 

0 Jeanne 1 0 Georges, voix dont j’ai Ic coour saisi 
Si les astres chantaient ils begaieraient ainsi 
Leur front touro^ vers nous, nous ^claire et nous dore 
Oh ! d'ou venez vous done, inconnus qu'on adore ? 

Jeanne a I’air etonnee ; Georges a les ycitx hardis 
11s trebuchant, encore ivres du paradis.” 

So speaks the grandfather; the old Homer of our dayS; upon the 
other ^dge of life. Why the altar should have been stripped, and 
the church desecrated to receive him yvbo so spake and sang, 
who created Bishop Myriel, and made his great tragedy of the 
Miserables ** into the drama of a regenerated and Christian soul, 
who can tell ? Here the fantastic element which distinguishes his 
nation—which run-through so many good and noble qualities, and 
emits from time to time a jarring and false note in the midst of the 
finest harmonies, an element which was strong in himself, and to 
some intelligences mars all his splendid labours, strikes out keen and 
shrill* at th^ moment when it is least wel^me. It was in him, 
therefore it is not inappropriate j and we Xn.not complain. But 
though this false note is there, it may now be quenened for ever in 
the harmonies of the skies. It is vain to strip the altar; the con¬ 
secration endures for ever. His curses, which were uttered in the 
name of mercy, have already died away, as the curses of those whom 
he vituperated have died. At the end, in the long vista of the ages, 
the sentence of the poet is reversed, and it is the good that men 
do that lives after them. Let the evil be interred along with that 
shriek of fantastic outrage which belongs to it, with the bones which 
are him no more. 


M. 0. W. Oliphant. 
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TO VICTOR HUGO, 

■ from the Italian of GlOSUf! CARDUCCI. 


W HERE the heights of the hilltops smile in the light of the 
morning sun 

Mows down from the fountains of heaven the epos of Homer, te run 
Like a river peopled with swans through the verdure of Asian 
land. 

'Mid the roar of the thunder and flash of the lightning, with fate 
$nd with fear 

Overladen, at jEschylus* call stern tragedy's terrofc appear, 

As at night over Sicily s seas a volcano lurid and grand. 


The ode Olympian of l^dar, an eagle triumphant, swin^ 

With a broad and a solemn sweep the stately oars of his wings 
As he soars in the blaze of the noon where the streets and the 
cities give heed. 

And amid these singers of old, 0 Victor, here in my room 
’ There is set thy face, white«haired, and bowed in the sadness of doom, 
1 The right hand propping the head, that head of a prophet indeed. 


Art thou thinking of children or country? or the sorrows of all 
mankind ? 

1 know not: but when, 0 seer, in that fathomless grief of thy mind 
I recall that heart and those eyes, 

VOL. XLVlll. D 
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All my ancient griefs are forgotten, forgotten my iresh-felt pain, 
1 remember only tbe years that were and that shall be again, 
And all that nor fades nor dies. 


I have plucked by the Appian ^ay on a tomb of the unknown dead, 
‘As an emblem of worshipful love to wreathe it about thy head, 

A branch of the glorious bay. 

O poet, for thee is the triumph o^er force and the fates below I 
O poet, thou trodd'st with thy foot, with thy shining foot—and low 
Empire and emperor lay ! 


Who shall number the years of thy age ? what thing is the like of 
thy day ? 

Thou who of Gaul and of France art the soul immortal—the stay. 
As she clings to the might of thy heart to fly through the ages 
with thee. 

For thy moan is the wail of the storms *that beat on the Brittany dune, 
And thy dreams arc the dreams of the plains in the light of the 
Normandy moon. 

And thy ardour, the granite aflame with the sun of the far Pyrenee : 


In thee is the health of Burgundian afield in the vintage time. 

And the genius of fair Provence—Greek harmony wedded with 
rhyme,— 

And the passion of Gaul where the Marne and the Seine for its 
boundaries flow. 

Thou hast glanced at the tent-roofed cars by the ruins of Ilium 
rolled 

AndJiast hearkened in Roncesvalles to the horn of Orlando the bold ; 

Thou hast communed face unto face with Godfrey, Bayard, and 
Marceau. / 


Like an oak of the Druids of yore the work of thy destiny stands. 
There the white-robed priestesses cut with a golden knife in their hands 
The sacred mistletoe flower. 

On the sun-litten branches are hung the shields of the warriors 
above, 

And below the harps of the bards; but the nightingale sings of love 
In the dark of tbe inmost bower. 


* Tho site of Troy wm occupied by a tribe of Gauls. Strabo, Bk. xiit. 
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The maidens dance in the shade in the wldspermg breezes of May^ 
And the children gaze with their eyes wide open and blue as the day 
And the waves of their golden hair ; 

As the shadows of evening thicken^ the summit is lost in the gloom; 
And lo! in the rush of the storm^ with the bolt and the whirlwind 
of doom^ * 

The god, the avenger, is there ! * 


O poet! on high 1 have hoisted the tricolor over thy head, 

The flag that from Istrian plains, where Salvore's waters are fed, 
Trieste, ever faithful to Borne, hath sent for my keeping in charge! f 
0 poet! the Brescian image of Victory faces thee here 
On the wall, and it ever seems asking, What name, and what 
glorious year 

Shall 1 see on the shield of redemption, the shield of the ages, 
writ large ? ” 


The glories of state flit away like the graveyard^s flickering light; 
Like the shifting scenes of the stage fall asunder the empires of might; 

But an angel proud and serene is thy verse as it marches and wings 
Its way, O godlike elder, and sings to the new generations « 

The secular hymn of the people, the hymn of the Latin nations; 

In the cars of the listening world, of Justice and Freedom it sings^ 

* " Les Chfttiments. ’ t Italia Irredenta. 

Note.— It is difficult for one who was present at the memorable scene of 
Victor Hugo’s funeral, to refrain from some expression of the emotions stirred 
by that marvellous typo of tlie nineteenth century. But that was not the time 
nor the atmosphere to conduce to a wise and sober estimate of the man and 
his work, even if I were competent to undertake it. I have thought it better 
to give, in a free English rendering, the tribute paid in 1881 to the greatest of 
modern French poets, then in his eightieth year, by the greatest of living 
Italian poets, Giosuu Carducci. This may serVe the double purpose of a 
more .sympathetic estimate of the dead and a recognition of the living genius, 
little known in England. 


B. Fossett Lock. 



CATHOLICISM AND HISTORICAL 

CRITICISM. 


T he criticism of tbe intellectual or speculative bases of anj 
institution is criticism of the institution ; tbe reasons that are 
thought to justify its existence describe its character. As men con¬ 
ceive God, they conceive Beligion, and as Religion is conceived, so is the 
Church. Cardinal Newman"^ has affirmed that the ultimate question 
between Catholicism’ and Protestantism is not one of history or 
individual doctrine, but of first principles. He is right, only his 
princif)le,. whether the Church be or be not a continuous miracle, is 
not primary enough. A miracle by becoming continuous ceases to 
be miraculous; a supernatural which has descended into the bosom 
of the natural becomes part of its order, and must he handled like 
the other forces and phenomena of history. Below the question as 
to the Church lies this other and deeper—What is God ? and what 
His relations to man and man's to Him ? or, How are we to conceive 
God, and how represent His rule and redemption of man ? It is this 
radioal issue which gives living interest to ancient controversies, 
lifting them from the noisy field of ecclesiastical polemics to the 
serener heights of spiritual and speculative thought. ' 

Now, if the idea of God be conceived as the idea really determina- 
rtive of our religious controversies, it is evident that the discussion in 
the previous paper as to its genesis and proofs must be incomplete 
until supplemented by a discussion as to its expression or realisation 
in history. These are parts of a whole, and so absolute is tbe need 
• of harmony between tbe parts that we may say this : to determine 
the idea of God is to fix the standpoint from which history is to be 
studied and interpreted, while in the interpretation of history we are 
but explicating and testing our conception of God. If the idea of 
«God in theology be mean, the idea bf His action in history cannot 

* Present Poeition of Csthdfite is leefe. vii 
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be noble^ while, conversely, an adequate notion of His method and 
movement in history demands a correspondent notion of His character 
and ends. If we conceive Him as in the same sense and degree 
the Father and Sovereign of every man, willing good to each, evil to 
none, equal in His love and care for all, impartial and universal as 
law, while personal and particular as mercy, then we cannot allow, 
either Him or His truth to be so the possession of a giyen society 
that its history is the history of His revelation, purposes, and ways. 
But if we believe that He has committed His truth, imparted His 
spirit and redemptive agencies to a peculiar and pre-eminent Church, 
then wc shall regard its history as the history of His special action or 
providence, all without it being judged by and through it as if it were 
His visible and articulate sovereignty. Now this, in the very degree 
that it gives an exalted idea of the Church, represents a mean idea 
of God, an historical institution is ennobled, but the immensest and 
most august of human beliefs is narrowed and depraved. In a true 
sense, therefore, we explicate our theistic idea when we attempt to 
explain not the mere phenomena of Nature, but the immense and 
complex procession of forces, persons, institutions, and events which 
we call the history of man. Our philosophy of history is but our 
conception of God evolved and articulated. 


I. 

1. This fundamental principle determines the point at whi^ our 
discussion must be resumed—the Idea of Beligion. This idea 
stands, as it were, intermediate between the ideas of God and the 
Church, and their mutual relations may be thus described :—Beli* 
giou is the realization, in the regions of thought,Reeling, and action, 
of the idea of God, while the Church is the idea of Beligion 
articulated or built into a social organism, whose life is lived on the 
field of history. What this means will be better understood by- 
and-by. Meanwhile we note, the three ideas must correspond in 
character and quality; the Religion ever is as the God is, and the 
Church as the Beligion. The radical differences are those of the 
theistic idea; it is not the belief, but the conception, of God that 
most decisively differentiates men. That He is, most men believe; 
it is concerning what He is that they mainly differ. 

In the sphere of thought their differences are expressed in the 
various theistic philosophies—dualistic, monistic, transcendental, 
immanental; but in Beligion they are represented by the various 
churches and societies that embody distinct ideals of life and duty, 
authority and obedience, worship and conduct. Politics express fun¬ 
damental beliefs—are, indeed, but those belielh applied to the regulation 
of life and the organization of society. Men who are of one faith 
may not be of one Beligion; they may have one name for the object 
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di worship, yet differ in their notion of the. object, and to differ here 
is to differ radically and throughout. There is a conception of God 
that makes a great propitiatory and mediatorial Church a necessity, 
and there is a conception of Him that will not allow any such insti¬ 
tution to stand between Him and man. The controversy between 
these antithetical notions is not of yesterday, but is as old as Religion, 

* dating from the moment when men began to speak of and worship , 
God. In &11 the ancient faiths the priestly Deity was one, and the 
Deity of spirit and thought another; they might agree in name, but 
they differed in nature and character. In Judaism the God of the 
priesthood loved the official sanctities, the temple, the altar, the sacri¬ 
fice, the incense, the priest and his garments an4 bells and breast¬ 
plate, the sabbath, the new moon, the feast, and the solemn assembly ; 
but the God of prophecy loved the moral and spiritual sanctities, the 
living temple, the whole people constituted a priesthood unto Jehovah, 
the sacrifices of the broken spirit and the contrite heart, the law 
written within, the worship c.\prcssed in obedience, the obedience 
that consisted in doing justly, loving mercy, and walking humbly 
with God. In India the sacerdotal Deity was the ground and cause 
of caste, and the root of a religion without morality, while the 
attempt to transcend so mean a notion produced the philosophies, 
pantheistic and pessimistic, and provoked the negations which became 
Buddhism. In Greece the Religion of the temple and the priesthood 
kncw*no ethical Deity, and had no ethical spirit, lived by faith in 
myths and legends, by the practice of mediation, by processional and 
ceremonial observances, by the grace of the oracle which men con¬ 
sulted when they wished Nature helped by the supernatural; but the 
Deity of the Academy and the Porch was morally beautiful, true, and 
good, and their iddhl of Religion was so ethical as to be offended and 
affronted by the myths and customs of the priestly order. Measured 
by the standard of this order, Sokrates was, because of his faith in 
a pig*er Gh)d, pronounced guilty and worthy of death; in presence of 
its moral perversions and impotences Plato was forced to plead for a 
purged mythology and a new and nobler priesthood, and tlv|Stoic 
was driven to attempt to translate the ancient beliefs into the symbols 
of a bidden philosophy. And these are but typical cases, illustrating 
a conflict every historical Religion has known and the Christian could 
not escape. Within it, as within every other, two conceptions of 
Deity have had to contend for the mastery, but the contest did not 
begin with the sixteenth century, and will not en4 with the nine¬ 
teenth. However much disguised as a question now in philosophy, 
now in polity, ecclesiastical or civil, here as a controversy of churches, 
there as a collision of peoples, yet the fundamental and determinative 
problem has ever remained one and the same—What is God ? and 
what His relation to man and man’s to Him ? 
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2. The idea of God, then, deteminei the rdigious ideal, 
Religion being but the form in which the idea appears in the 
sphere of the real, and living, and related. And in Cardinid 
Newman the two so correspond as to reflect and, as' it were, 
repeat each other. His religion is as his Theism is: both 
proceed from conscience and have their qualities determined hy 
it God appears as Judge, and Religion " is founded in one way or" 
other on the sense of sin/'* Hence, out of the sense*of sin and 
the fear of the righteous and judicial God, whose absence or 
estrangement from the world so pierces the soul and bewilders 
the reason, come those mediations, priesthoods, sacriflces, theories 
of future and even eternal penalties, which are held to be the 
essential characteristics of all the Natural Keligtons. Now, this 
doctrine of Religion is as little true to history as we found 
tlie Theism to be true to reason and thought. It is characteristic 
of Dr. Newman that his favourite authority for the qualities and 
features of Natural Religion is Lucretius, which is very much.as 
if one were to quote Voltaire's as our most veracious and 
trustworthy testimony touching the nature and action of 
Christianity. As a simple matter of fact, the Religion Lucretius 
so hated, and described as so hateful, was in the highest degree 
artificial—a product of many and even malign influences, of 
various and even hostile civilizations. There are cycles of faiths 
which have sacerdotal ideas and expiatory rites, and there aA also 
cycles of faiths where they can hardly be said to be known; but 
even where most emphasized and observed they do not imply such 
a consciousness of guilt as Cardinal Newman imagines and describes. 
Indeed, if the history of Religions prove anything, it is that they 
are not "founded on the sense of sin,” and Jo not regard God, 
primarily, as the impersonation of " retributive justice.” It were 
truer to say that, as a rule (there are, of course, exceptions), the 
pre- and extra-Christian Religions are unmoral, and that the.sense 
of sin is the direct creation of Christianity, including, of course, 
its historical forerunner. And the older or more natural the 
Religions the brighter they are, and the less darkened or oppressed 
^by the consciousness of guilt. The Vedic deities are mainly deities 
of the light; there is nothing that so little troubles the Homeric 
gods as the austere duties of justice and judgment. But the inac¬ 
curate psychology of the Theism is here reflected in the inaccurate 
history. Since the reason was released from all duties, and the con¬ 
science made the creative principle,” the historical Religions had to 
be represented as the procession or projection of the conscience. 
This false view of Natural Religion is carried over into Revealed, to 


* '' Gracimar of Assent,” p. 302. 
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the consequent darkening and degradation of bo&. For Christianity 
is conceired to be “ simply an addition to ** the Religion of Nature, 
the ideas of the one being neither superseded nor contradicted, but 
recognized and incorporated by the other.* Thus as the natural 
vas conceived to be, the spiritual is represented as being; those 
features and qualities that had been determined beforehand as 
.essential to Religion are transferred bodily to Christianity, and 
it is interpreted through them and in their light The idea is 
not deduced from the sources, but conveyed into them, with the 
result that the Religion they contain appears only as the exaggerated 
shadow of the writeris own ideal. 

But the idea of Religion is only preliminary, the main matter is 
its historical realization. Out of many passages, we may select 
two to illustrate how Cardinal Newman makes the transition from 
Natural to Revealed Religion and thence to his doctrine of the 
Church, or simply to Christianity in history. 


Revelation begins where Natural Religion fails. The Religion of 
Nature is a mere inchoation, and needs a complement~->it can have but one 
complement, and that very complement is Christianity.” f 

Revelation consists in the manifestation of the Invisible Divine Power, or 
in the substitution of the Voice of a Lawgiver for the Voice of Conscience. 
The supremacy of conscience is the essence of Natural Religion ; the supremacy 
of Apostle, or Pope, or Church, or Bishop, is the essence of Revealed; and 
when such external authority is taken away, the mind falls back upon that 
inwar^guide which it possessed even before Revelation was vouchsafed.” { 


So reason, dismissed from Natural, has no place in Revealed 
Religion; authority reigns in both. Religion issues from it and ends 
in it; begins in the Divine authority speaking as an internal voice, 
terminates in the same authority externalized and made'Visible in an 
articulate Lawgiver* Conscience is the prophet and forerunner of 
the Church, which at once fulfils the prophecy and supersedes the 
prophet. But the creation of the individual conscience is an indi- 
viduqliBtic religion, which has its character only the more emphasized 
that it appeafS disguised as a Catholicism. The false philosophy makes 
the idea of Religion defective; the defective idea of Ref ^on leads 
to the misinterpretation of both its nature and action in history. 
It is so interpreted that man’s relation to God grows ever less 
personal and direct, ever more formal and mediated, and, as a con¬ 
sequence, the historical process must represent man as growing into,, 
rather than out of, those symbols and sanctions and mediations 
which Lessing conceived to belong to the childhood ratbef than the 
manhood of the race. Thd authority of God, with its correlative in 
dependence and obedience of man, is indeed the essence of 
Religion, but this authority, simply because God’s, can never become 


• ” Grtmmar of Assent,” p. 388. t Ibid. p. 486. 

\ $ ” Development of Christian Dootrine,” o. ii. § 2, p. 124 (second edition). 
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external or be embodied in Pope^ or Church, or Bishop; for the 
moment it were thus embodied it would be so limited and conditioned 
as to ceate to be absolute; it would have to speak in the terms and 
work bj the methods pf a human institution rather than on the 
lines and in the ways an infinite law. If true Religion be the 
worship of the Father in spirit and in truth, then it is this wonhip, 
and not submission to Pope or Church, that is the primary duty on 
true characteristic of the religious man. And the more filial the 
man the more perfect the worship j the purer he is in spirit the 
fuller hp is of the truth. 

3. The matter then stands thus:—^There are three ideas, God, 
Bdigion, and the Church, and these are so related that the second 
and third may be regarded as progressive explications of the first. 
According to Cardinal Newman, conscience apprehends God as 
Judge; Religion is founded on man’s consciousness and confession of 
offence against Him; and the Church at once embodies God's 
authority as Judge, and satisfies man’s need of expiation. Unless 
God were so apprehended Religion could not be so defined, and 
unless God and Religion were so understood the Church could not 
be conceived as authoritative and mediatonal. The correspondence 
between the ideas of God and Religion has thus its counterpart and 
complement in the correspondence between the ideas of religion 
and the religious society, the elements held necessary to the one 
being represented and realized by the other. What the rf^igious 
idea declares to be needful to the pleasing of God must exist in the 
society and be provided for by it; what is said to be of the essence 
of Religion must be possessed or affirmed by the Church. 

Now, if this be true, one thing is evident: the narrower and 
more exclusive the religious idea, the easier it is to find a society that 
has realized it; but the fuller, the richer, and more comprehensive 
the idea, the less possible is it to find such a society. A magnificent 
ideal for a Church may be a mean ideal for a Religion; what makes a 
catholic institution splendid may cover a spiritual and universal faith 
with shame. The greater indeed ought never to be measured by the 
less; the less ought to be studied and valyed through the greater. 
This means; the Church ought to be criticized and judged through 
the Religion, not the Religion through the Church. The Church is 
good in the degree that it articulates and realizes the vital elements 
in the Religion; bad in the degree that it fails to do so. 1 fireely 
acknowledge the pre-eminence of Catholicism as an historical institu¬ 
tion ; here she is without a rival or a peer. If to be at ence the 
most permanent and extensive, the most plastic and indexible, 
ecclesiastical organization were the same thing as to be the most 
perfect embodiment and vehicle of Religion, then the claim of 
Catholicism were simply indisputable* The man in search of an 
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ftnthoritative Church may not hesitate; once let him assume that a 
Tuible and audible authority is of the essence of Religion, and he 
hm no ch oi ce ; he must become, or get himself reckoned, a Catholic. 
The Roman Church assails his understanding with mvincible logic, 
and appeals to his imagination with irresistible charms. Her sons 
say proudly to him : " She alone is catholic; continuous, venerable, 
tfiugust, the very Church Christ founded and ,His Apostles instituted 
and organized. She possesses all the attributes and notes of catholicity 
•^an unbroken apostolic succession, a constant tradition, an infallible 
Chair, unity, sanctity, truth, an inviolable priesthood, a holy sacrifice, 
and efficacious sacraments. The Protestant Churches are but of 
yesterday, without the authority, the truth, or the ministries that 
can reconcile man to God; they are only a multitude of warring 
sects whose confused voices but protest their own insufficiency, whose 
impotence almost atones for their sin of schism by the way it 
sets off the might, the majesty, and the unity of Rome. In contrast, 
she stands where her Master placed her, on the rock, endowed with 
the prerogatives and powers He gave, and against her the gates of 
hell will not prevail. Supernatural grace is hers and miracle ; it 
watched over her cradle, has followed her in all her ways through 
all her centuries, and has not forsaken her even yet. She is not 
like Protestantism, a concession to the negative spirit, an unholy 
compromise with naturalism. Everything about her is positive and 
transcendent; she is the bearer of Divine truth, the representative 
of the Divine order, the Supernatural living in the very heart 
and before the very face of the Natural. The saints, too, are hers, 
and the man she receives joins their communion, enjoys their 
goodly fellowship, feels thein influence, participates in their merits 
and the blessings tlNsy distribute. Their earthly life made the past 
of the Church illustrious; their heavenly activity binds the visible 
and invisible into unity, and lifts time into eternity. To honour the 
saints is to honour sanctity ; the Church which teaches man to love 
the fioly helps him to love holiness. And the Fathers are hers; 
their labours, sufferings, martyrdoms, were for her ^ kke; she 
treasures their words and their works; her sons alone are 'able to 
say, ‘Athanasius and Chrysostom, Cyprian and Augustine, Anselm 
and Bernard, Thomas Aquinas and Duns Scotns are ours, their 
wealth is our inheritance, at their feet we learn filial reverence and 
Divine wisdom.' But rich as she is in persons, she is richer in truth, 
her worship is a glorious sacrament, her mysteries are a great deep. 
Hidden sanctities and meanings surround man; the sacramental 
principle invests the simplest things, acts, and rites with an awful yet 
most blissful significance, turns all worship now into a Divine 
parable which speaks the deep things of God, now into a medium of 
His gracious and consolatory approach to men and man's awed and 
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contrite, hopeful and prevailingi appoack to Him. Symlnda are 
deeper than tfords, apeak vhen wordv betidme ail^t, gain where 
words lose in meanings and so in hours of holiest worship the Church 
teaches by symbols truths- language may not utter. And yet she 
knows better than any other how to use reasonable speech; the 
Fathers and doctors of . theology have been hers. For every possible 
difficulty of the reason, or the heart, or the conscience, she has 
one, but a thousand solutions. If men are gentle of heart,^and do 
hot like to think that all men without the' Church must be lost, 
distinctions are made as to the body and soul of the Churob, as to 
kinds and degrees of ignorance, softening stem doctrines into tender¬ 
ness. If they have difficulties about Infallibility, whether due to 
papal sins and blunders in the past, or freedom in the present, or 
progress in the future, they can easily be obviated by methods of 
interpretation and known and noted constitutional limitations. In 
the Church alone has casuistry become a science so perfect as to 
have a law and a cure for every real or possible case of conscience; 
in her schools theology has become a completed science, which has 
systematised her body of truth, explicated her reason, justified her 
being and her claims. And so the Catholic Church is in a sense 
altogether her own, not only an ecclesiastical institution, but a 
Keligion, a system able to guide the conscience, satisfy the heart, 
regulate the conduct, adjust and determine the relations of God and 
man." ^ 

Now this sublime and august Catholicism may well and easily be 
victorious in its appeal to the pious imagination; but it is one 
thing to be sublime and august as an institution, and quite another 
thing to be true and credible as a Beligion. Our concern here is 
not with the appeal of Catholicism, but with its right to make it; 
not with its sufficiency for the men who grant its premisses, but 
with its relation to the Religion it professes to represent and realize, 
whether it be or be not equal to its complete and veracious repre¬ 
sentation, whether it do or do not possess energies equal* to its 
realization in man and society. The Catholic Church did not create 
the Religion, but was created by it; and it is the function of histori¬ 
cal criticism to discover and determine the methods and factors of 
the creative process. The questions involved are many and intrl* 
cate, but they may be said to reduce themselves to two; first, 
the historical relations of the institution or Church and the Religion, 
and, secondly, the adequacy of the institution t& the Religion and 
its purposes. The questions are indivisible, but' distinct. If the 
institution be so related to the Religion as to be identical or inter¬ 
changeable with it, the question of adequacy is, ipao facto, settled, 
though even then the adequacy of the Church to the work of a Religion 
will remain to be discussed. The one question concerns the genesis 
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of Cfttholicism, but the other its behaviour and action in history. 
The two combined relate to what may be termed the philosophy of 
Catholicismj but the former alone can determine whether this must 
be held identical with a philosophy of the Christian Religion. 

n. 


^ The fundamental and decisive question is as to the relation of Catho* 
licism to the Religion of Christ, The question is at once historical 
and comparative—historical in so far as the connection of the systems 
is concerned ; comparative in so far as the one supplies the norm 
by which the other must be measured and criticized. The Religion of 
Christ must not be judged by Catholicism, but Catholicism by the 
Religion of Christ. 

1. The differences between these are at once material and formal. 
Protestant writers have emphasized them, and Catholic theologians 
have proposed various theories in explanation. One of these has a 
brilliant representative in the book that marks the crisis in Dr. 
Newman’s career.^ In this earlier work the doctrines of the later 
works are implicit. Studied in their light, sentences that were 
enigmatical to its contemporary critics become strangely luminous. 
As in the " Apologia ” and the " Grammar," a natural scepticism 
forms the basis and justification of a mechanical supernaturalism. 
Its thesis may be stated thus: to prove how, since reason or Nature 
has fonaken God and been forsaken of Him, a miraculous and in* 
fallible Church is a necessity to faith. The philosophical scepticism 
determines the definitions, gives point and force to the arguments, 
presents the real, though here unformulated, alternative. Atheism or 
Catholicity. “ Corruption ” is but a figurative name for the " in¬ 
fallible Protestant succession;" it is ''that state of development 
which undoes its previous advances," " a process ending in disso¬ 
lution of the body of thought and usage which was bound up as 
it we^ in one system," “the destruction of the norm or type."t 
Development Is “ the germination, growth, and perfection of some 
living, that is influential, truth, or apparent truth, in thd ^inds of 
men during a sufficient period." j; These definitions mean: outside 
Catholicism, corruption or tendency to Atheism; inside it, develop¬ 
ment, or a living body of truth, a real and expansive Religion. 


» M 


‘ An Essay on the Development of Christian Doetrine,” 1846 (second edition). The 
history of the theory of development in Homan Catholioapologetioa is a Tery inteiasting 
one, and well illustrates the obligations of Catholic to what is called non-Gatholio ” 
thought. 1 had meant to compare the French, German, and English forms of this 
theonr, wd show how these had hwa affected by the historical and philoadpfaical 
spectuaiions of their respective counWies. De Maistre, Moehler, Goerres, and Rewmaa 
are well-known names, but Gengler, Gttnther, though he and his school found small 
favonr at Rome, and Standenmmer no lees dese^ mention. The oomparatire n^leot 
seems to have fallen on a more remarkable man than any of these, Frans Baader, 
if not creditable to the Church that owned him. 

+ Pp. 62, 63. $ P. 37. 
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But the artificiality of the definitioiu, iheir unreality as historical 
doctrinesj and their insufficiency for the aigument^ soon become 
apparent For neither the fundamental princtyle nor the dogmatic 
purpose can allow growth to be any real or sufficient note 6f truth; 
an authority is needed to discover and ratify it. The only true 
growth is one supematurally conducted and authenticated; and with¬ 
out the authentication its truth could hot be known. And so in-* 
fhllibility must appear to guarantee the revelation; thougli; as infalli¬ 
bility can only be conceived as revelation in exercise; the function 
is rather curious than convincing. It is essentially a " provision " 
or expedient made necessary by the metaphysical doubt; Qod being 
lost from Nature and history; an artificial or mechanical; as distin¬ 
guished from a supernatural, method has to be devised for bringing 
Him back. Dr. Newman holds “ there can be no combination on 
the basis of truth without an organ of truth;'' but his organ is an 
organization; with the natural history; the modi vivendi et operandi 
proper to one. He does not say, " There are no eternal truths," 
but he does say, “ There are none sufficiently commanding to be 
the basis of public union and action. The only general persuasive 
in matters of conduct is authority."* If Keligion is to live, "there 
is absolute need of a L^iritual supren^acy," or "a supreme authority 
ruling and reconciling individual judgments by a Divine right and 
a recognized wisdom.” t Metaphysical scepticism may seem a curious 
basis for belief in what has been called the most supernaturaf form 
of Christianity, but it is Dr. Newman's. 

2. But we have had enough of the philosophical question; what 
now concerns us is the historical. How does this infallible Catholic 
Church stand related to the Religion of Jesus Christ ? The reply is 
—the two are one; the Church is the Religion. Why, then, do they 
so differ ? Why do we find so many things in Catholicism that 
we do not find in the Religion ? The answer is—the differences 
are those of growth and logical evolution; they are notes and evi¬ 
dences of life, due to the continuous and divinely guicTed expansion 
of the organism that came into being nineteen centuries ago. The 
theory of development is thus "an hypothesis to account for a 
difficulty," procession or evolution of Catholicism from what 

was in so many respects radically unlike it, primitive Christianity. 
But the theory was not simply a method of interpreting history; it 
was on the one hand an apology for Catholicism, and on the other, 
for the man who had been compelled to embrace it. The polemical 
purpose is a serious obstacle to scientific discussion; As Dr. Newman 
handles it, history is but dialectic, a method of estahlishiog a dogma, 
or thaking good a thesis. No man could be less the ideal critic, 
or constructive historian, or be more deft in the use of historical 

t p. 127. t P. 27. 


* P. 128. 
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material foi controversial ends. As Be conceived the matter, 
his " Development of Doctrine ” ought to have been a philosophy, 
not only of Catholicism, but of Christianity. It' is too completely 
without the critical and scientific spirit to be either. We grant the* 
principle of development, but demand that it be philosophically stated 
rigorously applied. To speak in the current phraseology, we 
must have the organism, but also the environment, and these must be 
studied and exhibited in their mutual intercourse and reciprocal 
action, the elements they respectively contribute to the result being 
carefully distinguished and appraised. The organism may modify 
the environment, but the environment may still more radically modify 
and even vary the organism. The degree and incidence of change is 
not to be settled beforehand by a series of purely a priori definitions 
and tests, like Dr. Newman^s sacred seven,* but by actual observa¬ 
tion of the process, analysis of its conditions, discovery of its factors, 
determination of the path and rate of movement. 

The problem, then, is historical, and soluble only by the historical 
method. We must do two things—find the germ, the body or 
system of truth, in its primitive or least developed state, and then 
study the successive conditions under which it lived, their action on 
it, its action on them. It is simple, but tney are complex and 
varied. It is a new Religion, but it lives surrounded by a multitude 
of anqjent Religions, on the soil, within the atmosphere, under the 
light, amid the customs, memories, manners, associations they had 
created. It is a body of beliefs, but the beliefs are construed and 
formulated into doctrines in cities where philosophy had been studied, 
often by men who had been trained in the schools, or had felt the 
influence of Hellenif or Hellenistic, Latin or Oriental speculation. 
The thought of the most catholic Father hears on its face the 
image of his time, and th^ superscription of his place. Clement, 
Origen, and Athanssius arc men of Alexandria, with problems that 
differ ficcordiag to their differing ages, but as distinctively sons of 
their city as Philo, Ammonius, or Plotinus; they speak, as.^; were, in 
.its idiom, and have their minds, methods of exegesis and argument, 
modes of thought and doctrinal apprehension saturated with its 
spirit. In the making of Augustiue Plato has been aef powerful as 
Paul, and, if the Kingdom of God suggested his ideal imperial 

Rome determined its form. Then the Religion could not act and 
extend without a polity; but as it grew on the soil of Judaism, 
lived in Greek cities and within the Roman Empire, first under its 

* V 

* The “tdfts of true development” are-; “the preeervfttionof the idea;” “cod> 
tinnity of principlee;’' ” power of aBsimilation; ” early anticipation; ” “lonioal 
sequencer* ”pmervative additions;” "obronio continuance” (pp. 64/.). ^ese 
are but so many prioeipleB of prejudgment. So independent is be of historicid 
method that he does not condescend to any critical search after *^the idea” that 
was to be preserved. 
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ban, then, in the, very mon^ent of aUittC^ee 

political type vaeiedl: its base "wju, felfish, .its jaiid41e slMKtam 
Greek, ixtt its upper and final imperial and ^msQr , In ita.earliest 
form it might be described as a Religion making use of the timplwt 
polity; but in its later as a polity which had appropriated nBeligiom 
For after the Church had lived among, Jews, Greeks, and Bomans, and, 
had affected, and been affected by, their respective faiths, philosophies, 
and polities, penetrated and modified as they aR were by Oriental 
elements, it was no longer the simple and rudimentary st^acture 
known to the Apostles; it had become a highly developed and 
skilfully articulated organism, capable not only, of independent 
politicid life, but of imperial or sovereign action. And so when Roman 
Csesar ceased to rule the West it became his substitute and successor. 
As such it met the newer peoples, was to them the representative at 
once of the new Religion and the old civilization, and so entered 
into conditions favourable to further developments, especially of 
the imperial order. The environment was thus ceaselesriy, chang¬ 
ing, now from internal, now from external, now from concurrent 
causes, and its every change affected and varied the organism. 
Movement is complex, development is conditioned; has its causes, 
but also its occasions; its laws, but also its circumstances. The 
organism cannot be isolated from its environment, but must be 
studied in and through it. The mighty fabric of the Roman Church 
is a development; no man will question it; but the significance of 
the development for the system, for Religion, and for history must 
be determined, not by a scries of arbitrary tests, but by the rigorous 
methods of historical analysis and criticism. 

3. If, then, we follow the historical method, ouf first duty will be to 
find the primary form, the organism in its aboriginal state. Dr. New¬ 
man starts with an imaginary picture, markdil by manifold inaccuracies, 
painted without the slightest reference to the sources or what in 
them is material. But the student of development rqust be^n at 
the beginning—with the New Testament ideal of Religion. Tra- 
dition cannot be here trusted; literature alone can. Tradition is 
uncertain, unfixed; its tendency is to grow, to mingle early and late, 
to throw the emphasis on the most recent, to fuse in the heated 
crucible of the imaginatiou the marvellous and the unreal with the 
actual and .the real. But the written abides; its words, do not 
change, do not augment the history with fact or marvel, only become, 
as men grow critical, more luminous, veracious, graphic, able to set 
man, however distant in time, like an ear- and eye-witness, face to 
face with the things be reads. And here our literary sources are 
clear, credible, truthful. We know the first century as we do not 
know t^ second, or even the third. The founding of the Religion 
is a more legible page of history than the organization of the 
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Churcli; the earlier throws more light on the later period than the 
later on the earlier. Indeedj we may say. the earlier histo^ is 
written^ as it were, in lines of living light. If, thcjo, we are to foUow 
the only method valid in historical science, we must begin with 
our oldest written sources; on every matter connected with the first 
fit parent form, the real starting-point of the evolutional process, 
their authority must be held final. This is no dogma of Protestant¬ 
ism, but a simple necessity of scientific method, which is here, too, 
the method of Nature and assured knowledge. Light lies on the 
threshold ; it is only after we have crossed it that shadows begin to 
fall. 

Now, what is the New Testament ideal of Religion ? Its material 
or determinative conception is the doctrine of God. He appears 
primarily, not as a God of judgment or justice, but of mercy and 
grace, the Father of man, who needs not to be appeased, but is gra¬ 
cious, propitious, finds the Propitiator, provides the propitiation. His 
own Son is the one Sacrifice, Priest, and Mediator, appointed of God 
to achieve the reconciliation of man. Men are God's sons; filial love 
is their primary duty, fraternal love their common and equal obliga¬ 
tion. Worship does not depend on sacred persons, places, or rites, 
but is a thing of spirit and truth. The best prayer is secret and 
personal; the man who best pleases God is not the scrupulous 
Pharijee, but tbe penitent publican. Measured by tbe standard of a 
sacerdotal Religion, Jesus was not a pious person; He spoke no word, 
did no act, that implied a priesthood for His people. He enforced no 
sacerdotal observance, instituted no sacerdotal order, promulgated 
no sacerdotal law, but simply required that His people should be 
perfect as their Ft^her in heaven is perfect. And so what He 
founded was a society to realize His own ideal, a Kingdom of heaven, 
spiritual, internal, which tame without observation; a realm where 
the will of God is law, and tbe law is love, and the citizens are the 
loving^ and the obedient. In its collective being it has a priestly 
character, but is without an official priesthood. It has. ^noffroXot, 
npo^irai, im^Kowot, irpefffivrepoi, votpivec, SiSaffKaXoi, Stafcoi^oi, 
{va'yycXurrar, but no (spjic—^no man, or body of men, who bear the 
name, hold the place, exercise tbe functions, or fulfil the duties of the 
priest, or the priesthood, as they were known in ancient Religion. 
It has no temple, save the living man j no sacrifices, save those 
of tbe spirit and the life; no sensuous sanctities. Its Founder never 
called Himself a priest; stood to the priesthood of His land and 
time in radical antagonism; the writers who apply to Him the name 
High Priest, and describe His work as a sacrifice, carefully deny any 
similar name to any class of His people, and decline to attach any 
similar idea to any of their acts, «r instruments of worship. And 
this may be said to represent on the negative side the absolutely new 
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and distinctive character of the Religion <^<Christ* It stood among 
the ancient faiths as a strange and extraordinary thing—:ft priesUesa 
Religion, vithoat the symbols, saoridces, ceremonws, officials, hitherto 
held, save by prophetic Hebraism, to be the religious all in all. And 
it so stood, because its God did not need to be propitiated, but was 
propitious, supplying the only Priest and Sacrifice ec^ual to 
honour and the sins and wants of man. In that hour became a 
new being to man, and man knew himself to be more than a mere 
creature and subject—a son of the living God.. 


HI. 

Here, then, is the aboriginal germ—a Religion without a priest¬ 
hood, or any provision for it, as such an exception among the 
ifeligions and an anomaly to men, laying its earliest profe'ssors open 
to the odious charge of Atheism. 

1. Now, here is the first point for the philosophic historian 
How and whence came the idea and office of the priesthood into 
Christianity? Was it evolved from within, or incorporated from 
without? Was it a latent organ or capability legitimately evoked 
in the original, or was it a foreign or 'superadded element due to the 
conditions under which the organism lived ? No sufficient discussion 
of these questions is possible here and now; enough to say, the 
sacerdotal idea has a perfectly distinct history of its own, the date of 
its first appearance in the Church can be fixed, its rise can be traced, 
its growth measured, its action on the substance and organization of 
Christianity analyzed and exhibited. In the second as in the first 
century it is unknown; but the tendencies creative of it are active. 
The apologists labour strenuously to explain how Christianity, though 
without the characteristic sacerdotalism, is*yet a Religion. In the 
A(8a)(u the prophet hqs-displaced the priest.* Ignatius may have 
high episcopal, hut he has no sacerdotal ideas, and of these his friend 
Polycarp is also free. To Justin Martyr, Christians were the true 
high-priestly race; they offer the sacrifices well-pleasing to God.f 
With Irenseus the sacerdotal dignity is the portion of the just, and 
the sanctified heart, the holy life, faith, obedience, righteousness, are 
the sacrifices God loves, j; The choicest altar was the service of the 

needy; to minister to man was to sacrifice to God. There was no 
order possessed of the exclusive right to officiate in things sacred, 
exerciung their functions by virtue of some inalienable grace. The 
layman might baptize or celebrate the Eucharist ; there was liberty 
of prophesying;" the individual society or church could exercise 

* Chap. xiii. 3; ef. Clemens Kom. i. chapp. xl, xliil, xliv. 
t Dial obapp. cxiv. -oxvii.; qf. Apol. i. (^pp. Ixvi., Ixvii. 
t Adv. Om. flaeres. book iv. chapp. viii. 3, xvii. 4; bk. v. o. xxxiv. 3. 

VOL. XLVIII. E 
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discipliae^ could even. institute or depow its officers. But as the 
second century ended and the third opened, significant signs of 
change begin to appear. TertulUan in Africa speaks of the “ Ordo 
sacerdotalis ** and the ** Sacerdotalia muuera/' and describes the bishop 
as “ Bummus sacerdos" and'' pontifex maximus.^^* Hippolytus in Italy 
claims for himself, as successor of the Apostles^ the high-priesthood,f 
* while Origen in Alexandria, though he holds to the univers^ priesthood 
and fipiritudl sacrifices,! also indicates the likeness of the new ministry 
to the ancient priests and Levites. § By the middle of the century 
the hands of Cyprian have clothed the new clergy in the dignities of 
the old priesthood, and provided it with appropriate sacrificial func¬ 
tions and intercessory duties. The development was not complete, but 
it was begun. The ancient ideal died hard; reminiscences of it may 
be found in Augustine, in Leo the Great, even in Aquinas, nay in the 
very Catholicism of to-day,but they only help to illustrate the continuity 
of the evolutional process and measure the vastness of the change. 

Now, why was it that the sacerdotal element appeared so suddenly 
and grew so rapidly? What were the causes of its so sudden 
genesis and growth ? In the Religion as instituted by Jesus Christ, 
taught and practised by His Apostles, received and observed by their 
disciples, it had no place, and so its rise could not be due to any 
process of logical and immanent evolution, of detached and self-regu¬ 
lated development. But what was not possible to the isolated was 
neewsary to the conditioned organism. The Religion was new, but 
humanity was old, and, if the new lived within the bosom of the old, 
it was by a process of mutual assimilation, the new pervading and 
changing the old, but the old also penetrating and modifying the 
new. Men found it easier to adjust the Religion to themselves than 
themselves to the Religion. Their minds were not sheets of clean white 
paper on which its. truths could be clearly written, but pages crowded 
with the records, habits, customs, beliefs, of^ immemorial yesterdays \ 
ancj^bc lines of the new could not but often mingle and blend with 
those of the ancient writing. A Religion without a priesthood was 
what no man had known; a sacred order on earth seemqi) as necessary 
to worship as the very being of the gods in heaven. The temple 
was the centre of the State, but it was idle without a priesthood, 
and without it the oracle was dumb. How, then, were men, inured 
by age-long custom and tradition to priestly Religions, able all at 
once to construe and realize one altogether priestless ? They were 
helped at first by two things: its very strangeness, its a1)8olute 
antithesis to the familiar and received, and, next, by its appearing as 
a new opinion or belief which spread by teaching and discourse, or 

* De Exh. Caat. 7; De Praescr. Haer. 41; De Baptia. 17; De Fodic. 1. 

+ Befiit Omn. Hfer. i. Proem. 

i Homil. ia Lev. ix. 9, 10 (Ed. Lorn. vol. ix. pp. 300-364). 

$ In Evang. loh. tom. i 3 (Ed. Lorn. vol. i. p. 9 . 
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as a system of philosophy and tocial help xather than as an oi|;aaued 
wonhip. But the ihore* ite character as « Beligion Ibeoame hsthb*- 
lished and defined the more men tended to interpret it throngk the 
old Religions; seeking in it the elements they had knoirn in them. 

And the historical relations of the Christian Faith, ehild and heir 
of Judaism, intensified this tendeuby. It had come to fulfil the htsw 
and the Prophets; the Kew Testament did not exist because of the * 
Old, but the Old had existed for the sake of the Nev. Christianity 
was no accident, was indeed older than creation, had been designed 
from eternity, and appeared as the result and goal Of all past history, 
but it was no mere continuation of what had been, was rather as its 
end, its supersession and fulfilment. The sub-apostolic Fathers and 
apologists more or less consistently maintained this, the apostolic 
position. They argued with the Jew, that the anticipations of Christ in 
the Old Testament were evidences of His truth; and with the Greek, 
that the relation of the New Testament to the Old proved Christianity 
to be the result of a Divine purpose running through the ages. But 
the parallel of the Testaments easily became absolute, a forgetfulness 
of their essential difierences. The use of the Old to authenticate 
the New tended to invest it with equal or even greater authority, 
especially as, alongside the still canonical incompleteness of the Chris¬ 
tian, the Hebrew Scriptures stood canonically complete. They were 
the sacred books of Jevrs and Christians alike, authoritative for both, 
revered ami believed by both, held by both, to be regulative of faith 
and conduct, affording to both the one solid common ground of dis¬ 
cussion and argument. And so, as was natural, these Scriptures lost in 
historical but gained in religious and ecclesiastical significance; became 
less a record of what had been, and more a norm or principle regula¬ 
tive of what ought to be; indeed, it is thc simpll truth to say that 
they were a far more active and efficient factor in^^the organization of 
the Church than even the apostolic writings. For these latter were but 
the memorials of missionaries and missionary churches, but. the 
former exhibited a realized Religion, what was conceived as pre- 
Christian Christianity. The old Religion had its priesthood, the 
new had its clergy, and so these two were made parallel. Once 
they had been made parallel, it was necessary to do the same for 
the worships, and once they were assimilated the New Testament 

ceased to fulfil the Old, the Old reigned in the New. And this 

« ' 

is what Cyprian shows us; he represents the victory df the older 
Religions, the rejuvenescence of Judaism, the entrance of the hieratic 
idea into the Kingdom of Christ, changing it into a kingdom of 
priests. Inveterate and invariable association demanded and worked 
the change, but the relation of the Jewish and Christian Scrip¬ 
tures supplied the opportunity and forms for its accomplishment. 
Without the universal sacerdotalism it had not been necessary; with- 

E 2 
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out the historical relation it had not been possible ; the co-eitistence 
and co-operation of the two made it not only natural, but inevitable. 

2. The rise and growth of the sacerdotal idea in Christianity 
can, then, be explained by the principle of development,' but it 
must be development scientifically interpreted and historically 
applied. The idea then appears as the creation, not of the 
•isolated or detached, but of the related organism, or simply of 
the envirohment within which it lives and moves. Yet the 
explanation is far from complete; the process must be studied, not 
merely from the external, but also from the internal, point of view, 
in relation to what may be termed the articulation of the organism— 
in other words, the organization of the Christian society. Catholic 
polity is one. New Testament polity another; they are not only dis¬ 
similar, but opposites. The rise of the monarchical and imperial 
polity, or simply the Catholic papacy, within the Christian Church 
is explicable on the ground of a conditioned or natural development, 
but not of one unconditioned or supernatural. Accept the super- 
naturalism of Catholic dogmatics, and the rise of the infallible Head¬ 
ship does not admit of explanation; but apply to it the scientific ana¬ 
lysis of the historical method, and it stands explained. For what on 
this matter is the testimony of the oldest literature ? There is ho 
evidence that Jesus ever created, or thought of creating, an organized 
society. There is no idea He so little emphasizes as the idea of the 
Chuveh. He uses the term but twice^once in the local or congrega¬ 
tional sense, and once in the universal, but only so as to define His 
own sole activity and supremacy. His familiar idea is the Kingdom 
of God or of heaven, but this Kingdom is without organization, and 
incapable of being organized; indeed, though the ideas may here 
and there coincide,*it is essentially the contrary and contrast of what 
is now understood, as the Church, whether Catholic or Anglican. 
Further, in the Church of the New Testament the politico-monarchical 
ideaj}oes not exist; there is no shadow, or anticipation, or prophecy 
of it. Tbe^hurches are not organized, do not constitute a formal 
unity, have a fraternal but no corporate relation, have nO icommon or 
even local hierarchy, are divided by differences that preclude the 
very idea of an official infallible head. Supremacy belongs to no 
man ; there is no bishop, in the modem sense, over any church, or 
over the whole Church, no recognition of Rome as a seat of autho¬ 
rity, the only holy or pre-eminent city being Jerusalem. The ques¬ 
tion as to Peter is very significant. He may he the rock on' vrhich 
the Church is to be built, the promises made to him may be allowed 
in the highest possible sense, but what then? There is' no evidence 
that what was promised to him was assured to his successors, no 
evidence that he bad any successors, least of all that his successors, 
if he had any, were the Bishops of Rome, or that Rome in any way 
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entered into the purview of Jesus* Inde^, so fsr as t^e Nev 
tament concerned, there is no evidence that Peter ever vas in 
Rome, or had any relation to it, or held any office or did any* work 
in connection with the Homan church. Some things concerning him 
we do certainly know—that he was an apostle of the circumcision, 
lived and preached mdny years in Jerusalem, was there a man of • 
reputation and a pillar, visited Antioch, where he at first befriended the 
Gentiles, then withdrew and was publicly rebuked by Paul, That is our 
last clear, authentic glance at him; his probable later home was at 
Babylon, whence he sent an epistle by no means either cosmopolitan 
or catholic, but expressly provincial and particular. Paulas suc¬ 
cessive homes stand as full in the light as Peter's retreat into the 
darkness; from him we know something of Home and its church. 
He addressed to it his greatest epistle, visited it, suffered imprison¬ 
ment in the city, dated from it various letters; but* never, either in 
the epistle sent to Rome or in those sent from it, though ho men¬ 
tions many persons, most of them mere obscure names to us, docs he 
cither directly or implicitly allude to Peter. This is a remarkable 
fact; no mere conventional argument from silence; for Paul was a 
man. scrupulous in his courtesies, plain-spoken in his polemics, inca¬ 
pable of omitting from his record what would have been the most 
illustrious name of the local church, especially as it was one he had so 
expressly used in his controversial epistles. Now, what docs all^this 
siguify ? Papal infallibility, head aud crown as it is of the Catholic 
system, is the most trempudous claim ever made by any man or body 
of men; aud so it, of all claims, ought to have the most indubitable 
historical basis. But an indubitable historical basis is precisely the 
thing it wants. From the point of view of authantic contemporary 
literature, the evidence is altogether against both the primacy and 
Roman episcopacy of Peter. The question is capable of being argued 
only when tradition is introduced. And the tradition, though ancient, is 
neither' apostolic nor primitive—can, indeed, hai'dly be placed earlier 
than a century after the event, though it soon becomes uniform and 
general. The case is arguable, but it is no mpre; the tradition may be 
true, but it must remain doubtful,,the reasons that justify the doubt 
proving the absolute unimportance of Peter and his Roman bishopric 
to New Testament Religion. Doubtful history in a rather insecure 
foundation for the most awful and august of sovereignties; 

Thi» point has not been selected for discussion, but simply the 
better to illustrate the fact that the Catholic system does not lie 
within the Christianity of Christ and His Apostles, Its rise belongs 
to the period of evolution, when the organism was liring within its 
environment and struggling for existence. Its history cannot here 
be written, though the materials for it exist, it being possible to 
make every step in the process lie open to the clear light of day. 
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Within the Christian societies viu*ious ideals of polity lived, Jewish, 
Greek, Homan, ideals derived from the synagogue, the free city, and 
the school, the voluntary, industrial, or benevolent association, and 
these were hy-and-by joined by ideals that came of Hebrew, 
Egyptian, and Syrian asceticism, touched and modified by influences 
, from the further East. The Church was confronted and resisted by 
an immense organized power; what unified and directed its energies 
contributed to its success in the struggle. What conflict made 
necessary made conflict easier, and victory more possible, if not more 
sure. Each congregation had its presiding officer, who soon came 
to represent its unity and embody its authority \ then to act for it; 
then to act along with the kindred officers of his province or dis¬ 
trict ; then to form an order or body with them; and, finally, the 
corporate unity, which the internal growth had made possible, was 
achieved by the action and influence of the State, the civil unity 
being the condition procreative both of the ideal and reality of the 
ecclesiastical. The more the official order became separate from the 
non-official, the more sacerdotal it became in character; the growth 
of the clerical idea within the Church prepared the way ibr the 
entrance of the priestly, and the coalescence or fusion of the .two 
ideas worked a revolution both in the Church and the Heligiou. 
The clergy became the Church, the Church the Religion, and the 
Religion a transformed Roman empire, with the Pope for emperor, 
bishops for procurators, and the priesthood for the magistrates and 
legionaries that levied the taxes, enforced the laws, upheld the unity, 
and maintained the peace of the civilized world. Papal infallibility is 
but imperial supremacy transfigured and spiritualized. The Catholic 
Church could not h&ve been without Christianity, but still less could 
it have been without Roman imperialism. It owes its life to the 
one, but its distinctive organization to the other. The very forces 
that disorganized the civil body helped to organize the ecclesiastical. 
Aptfft froD\ Rome, and Rome decadent, with the imperial ideal and 
organism, but without the imperial spirit, Catholicism, ^ould never 
have come to be. If the Church had passed the first live centuries 
of its existence under an Oriental despotism or amid free Greek 
cities, its structure had been altogether different. It seemed to 
vanquish the empire, but the empire by assimilating survived in it; 
the name was the name of Christ, but the form was the form of 
Caesar. ■ 

3. So far we have been concerned with the conditions and process 
of outer organization, but there is a deeper and more vital question 
—What were the organizing ideas ? and whence came they ? Catho¬ 
licism is not a mere aggregation of atoms, but the articulation of an 
idea, the embodiment of a transcendental ideal. What is tenued its 
supematutalism is but this ideal translated into dogma, and then 
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-worked into a Teaaoned system. Its aatu3raL history is too vast a 
subject to be here aualytkally handled, 02 even touch^> eapemajly 
as it would involve the discussion of the rdation of Christianity to 
ancient thought. The organic doctrines of Christianity and the organ¬ 
ising ideas of Catholicism ard different and distinct* * The former pro¬ 
ceed by a synthetic process from the Beligion of Christ, and can be ^ 
analytically resolved into it; but the latter are of foreign, though 
not necessarily of alien, origin, taken up into the body of doctrine 
and becoming there factors of development and vwation. Christi¬ 
anity found the world expectant; the thought it was to change began 
by changing it. The philosophy it was able to overcome as an 
enemy it could not so easily resist as a friend. To forsake an error is 
not to be purged from it; though Augustine renounced Manicheism 
yet his early dualism subtly penetrates all his later thought. And 
so the heresy that forced the Church to formulate its doctrine did 
not leave it with the old purity of faith or simplicity of polity. 
Gnosticism was vanquished, but not annihilated; its antithesis of 
matter and spirit found a footing in the new society and modified 
its ideal of life, making it less surely conscious of the unity of the 
secular and eternal. Dbionitism was defeated, hut the mind that 
cultivated poverty for the increase of Keligion lived on, and even 
gained an ampler and freer field for its exercise. Jewish asceticism, 
Syrian and Egyptian, did not long survive the Jewish state, but it 
did not die till its ideas and example had touched and affected! the 
Church. Yet these were but incidental infiuencea; the most plastic 
came from the revived philosophies, the Stoic, Pythagorean, and 
Platouic. Similar questions were debated in the academies and the 
catechetical schools, and their ideas and disciplijpes were also akin. 
Alexandrian philosophy, as much as Alexandrian theology, had its. 
doctrine of God, of the Trinity, faith, spiritual or allegorical 
interpretation, bodily mortification, supernatural enlightenment, 
and final reward.; and if the rivals did not copy, they at^east 
stimulated and developed, each other. It is significant that the 
earlier influence was metaphysical and theological, but the later 
ecclesiastical aud mystic, or political and sacramentarian. In the- 
third and fourth centuries the great questions were those touching 
the Godhead, bow God was to be conceived, how He was related to 
the world, how to man, Christian and heathen, what Patlier and Son 
signified and what Word and Spirit, how the One could be the 
manifold, and because the manifold, be, while the One, the AU-loving 
and the All-efficient, the home of all perfection and the centre of all 
energy. But in the fifth and sixth centuries the great questions 
were those touching the Church, its idea, orders, people, discipline, 
saoraments^ the mystic allegories of Nature and grace. . This change- 
meant many things, bnt mainly this-:—Ecclesistical organization had. 
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proceeded so far that it was neceasaiy to find for it a speculative 
basis and unifying ideal. With every change, indeed, in the organ¬ 
ism, there had been a correlative change in the collective cbusdoua- 
ness; the development of new organs and energies had developed 
new ideas and activities; but what was now needed was a conception 
that should unite all the parts into an harmonious and homogeneous 
*8ystem. And to this result Neo-Platonic thought powerfully con¬ 
tributed. Augustine came to Paul from the study of Plato, and he 
more than any man Platonized the Paul he studied and the ideal of 
the Church he depicted and maintained. Synesius had been a 
Christian while a Platonist, and remained a Platonist after he had 
become a Christian. The Pseudo-Dionysius represents the Neo- 
Platonic principles and inteq)retive method applied to the Catholic 
system: symbolism reigns in heaven and on earth, a celestial 
hierarchy holds the approaches to God above, an ecclesiastical 
hierarchy guards and regulates them below, and men are graduated 
according to the degree of their initiation in the holy mysteries 
which at once reveal and conceal the ineffable Godhead. No book 
exercised a mightier induence on Catholicism, did more on the one 
hand to foster its mysticism, on the other to develop its sacerdo¬ 
talism. It moulded in an equal degree men so dissimilar as Scotus 
Erigena and Thomas Aquinas, Hugo of St. Victor and Albertus 
Magnus, Grosseteste and Dante; and yet it was but Neo-Platonism 
mad^to speak with the Catholic tongue. 

It is therefore due to no mere accident or curious coincidence that 
flo many affinities exist between Plato’s Republic and the Catholic 
Church, They differ, indeed, in many respects fundamentally; the 
one is philosophical and an ideal, the other is religious and a reality, 
but the kinship is manifest enough, especially if the Republic he 
studied in the Neo-Platonic spirit and method. Each reposes on a 
transqendentalism that makes the actual exist through and for the 
ideal^yet so in opposition to it that a special order is needed to 
secure its realization. Each is an institution founded for the creation 
of virtue or obedience, and has as its function and end thl/making of 
this life the way to a better, or the discipline of its citizens for a 
higher and more perfect state of being. Each is possessed with the 
same sense of the august sanctity of the whole; the individual is 
nothing apaft from it, has no good save in and through and from it, 
he is altogether its, and v to have his whole life regulated by its laws 
and for its ends. Each has the same' need for a sacred or 8]}ecial 
order; in the Republic the philosopher is king, for he alone knows the 
idea, or stands in the secret of God, and so is alone able so to organize 
and administer as to secure its realization ; and in. the Church the 
priest JpeigQS, the man Divinely appointed to speak to men concerning 
'God, and reconcile them to Him. In each the idealism is the basis 
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of a despotism, ibe aathori^ of the saeied order is abscdufie, tiie 
multitude may' oot rebel agi^ut the custodians of the truth, they 
must remain supreme and inMible if the ideal is to be realued. 
Ei^ih has a similar attitude to the home and family: in the KepubHo 
the man must be without a home that he may the better serve the 
State; in the Church the mau who would be its minister must be 
without family or home. The community of goods in^the one has* 
its counterpart in the vows of personal poverty in alliance with cor¬ 
porate wealth in the other; in each the individual derives all his good 
from the whole, and the whole has command over the all of the 
individual. These are but the rough outlines of a parallel which 
might be indefinitely extended and minutely illustrated; but what 
is significant is this; the differences, so far as ideal and apart from 
the fundamental one of the speculative character in the one case and 
the historical in the other, may be described as, in the main, those 
that distinguished Platonic from Neo-Platonic thought— i.e., differ^ 
ences due to the penetration of the original philosophic ideal with 
mystic, hierarchic, theurgic, and ascetical elements. The Catholic 
Church is the Platonic kingdom of philosophers transformed into a 
kingdom of priests. 

IV. 

The conclusion, then, is this -The principle of development analy¬ 
tically applied to the Catholic system proves that the parent form or 
aboriginal germ—the ideal and society of Jesus—was ,by the en¬ 
vironment modified in a twofold directiSn; first, from the ancient 
Keligions, Jewish and pagan, it received the notion of the priesthood, 
with all its accessories, and so became sacerdotal ; and, secondly, from 
the Roman empire, working on the material of fts primitive Judaeo- 
Hellenic polity, it received the dream and function of Roman supre¬ 
macy, and so became Catholic, papal, and infallible. Once it had 
been so modified and developed, it became, largely through Qj^rrent 
politico-religious speculation, possessed of the organizing ideas needed 
to give it; intellectual* consistency and completeness, making an his¬ 
torical system the body of a universal ideal. But this conclusion 
brings us to our second main question—tbe adequacy of the Church 
or institution to the Religion and its pui^ses. .Adequacy may be 
here interpreted in a double sense, as either bistorical efficiency, or as 
ideal sufficiency ; or, in other words, as adequacy for work, or 
adequacy to the spirit and matter of the Religion. Something must 
be said as regards each of these. 

1 . 

1. There is here no desire to question the historical efficiency 
end achievements of the Roman Church. It is to us no creation 
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of er^ or subtlety, btunan or diabolical, no Man of Sin, Scarlet 
Woman, or abamelesa Antichrist, but a veritable creature of Ghd, 
and xnanifest minister of His providence. The energies evolved 
in the struggle for existence enabled it at once to survive and be 
victorious. They were conditions of service, and as such necessary. 
Thus the rise of the sacerdotal idea may be conceived as, on the 
one hand, a process of interpenetration, and, on the other, mediation 
^ and reconcilement. It is the one because the other; the old and 
the new faiths interpenetrate that the new Keligion may the better 
win and master the ancient mind. Catholicism is the interpreta¬ 
tion of the Christian idea in the terms and through the associations 
of the ancient faiths, and as such represents on the largest scale the 
continuity of Religion in history. Its work was a needed work, for 
man is incapable of transitions at once sudden and absolute; the 
construction of Christianity through the media of the older Religions 
was a necessary prelude to its construction by a spirit and through 
a consciousness ot its own creation. The absolute ideal had, in 
order to be intelligible, to use constituted and familiar vehicles, but 
only that it might win the opportunity of fashioning vehicles worthier 
of its nature and fitter for its end. 

The political element, again, especially as dominated and directed by 
the great organizing ideas, had its own special function; it mediated 
between the ancient empires of force and the new empires of the spirit. 
The A)pe stood when Cscsar fell, and became, in a sense'higher 
than Csesar had ever been-“raaster of the world. In those days of 
anarchy, when the military, legislative, judicial, fiscal, and municipal 
system of the empire had completely broken down, when the bar¬ 
barians had seized Hr provinces and wasted its cities, and were con¬ 
tending with each other at once for plunder and supremacy, the 
ecclesiastical was the only universal sovereignty possible. And 
the sovereignty the CJiurch was called to exercise it exercised 
beneficently; ^ it worked for order, justice, and civilization. Its 
association with the empire had made it imperil; its religious ideal 
made it at once authoritative and humane. While it owed its 
ambition for supremacy to Ctesar, it owed its enthusiasm for humanity 
to Christ. And so, while it succeeded, it did not repeat the empire; 
its sovereignty had another basis, and was exercised by other means 
for other ends. The Church was. in a sense Rome could never be,* 
•'the Eternal City;” in it eternity took bodily shape before the 
eyes of men; and so a vaster meaning came into life, ennobling the 
men that lived it, dignifying all its affairs. Men were not to it 
divided into a multitude of alien races; all were to it spirits and 
immortal, responsible to it, fbr whom it was responsible to God. It 
. represented, therefore, a new idea of sovereignty, a grander and more 
'wful majesty, an empire that lived by faith in the moral and iitf- 
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mortal vorth of man fdir hia good and tibe .gbiyMof. God; ^!Foaay 
that, out of the chaos Rome left* it created older is to say a amdl 
and inadequate thing; it created a new ideal of government)'made 
man another being to the Sovereign and the Sovermgn another being 
to man. Before it had been tbe reign of might; after imd through 
it was to be the reign of the Spirit. 

2. It is impossible, then, to regard the. history of C^tholicam as 
equal to the history of Christianity; it i# at once much more and 
much less. It is much more, for by many of its ideals, institutions, 
and associations it represents the continuity of tbe ancient and 
modern worlds, their kinship and community in matters of faith and 
worship; and it is much less, for much of the best work Chris¬ 
tianity has done, both in earlier and iu later times, has been done 
without it and in spite of it. There is nothing so little historical as. 
the spirit that identifies Christianity and Catholicism, or that sees in 
it either the creation of Jesus Christ or the sole vehicle His truth* 
It has indeed rendered eminent services to our race and our Religion; 
these demand and deserve our gratitude. The Catholicism of the 
Catholic Church is large, but there is one still larger, tbe note and 
possession of no Church, but of all the Churches—the Catholicism 
the Christian Religion. According to it, the truth preserved by any 
or each is the property of all; the holiness or beneficence of-one is 
a common heritage, enriching the whole family of the faith. The , 
saints of Catholicism are not Catholic, but Christian the achieve¬ 
ments of Protestantism came not of protesting, but of loyalty to 
conscience and to God, And the right attitude to both is to say 
Since they are due to the iuspiratiou of the oue Spirit, they belong 
to the universalism of Christ, not to the specia^sm of the Churches. 
From this point of view I claim to be as much as any Catholic heir 
to all that is Christian in Catholicism; and the qlaijn is not in any 
way affected by either absolute negation or qualified assent from the 
Catholic side. Whatever is of Christ in his system can be«in no 
respect alien to what is of Christ in me and mine. True Catho¬ 
licism must he as comprehensive as the action of God; whatever is 
less but expresses the particularism of man. >% 

But if Catholicism has served our race and our Religion, it has 
also done both eminent disservice, and this alike by what k haa and 
what it has not achieved. It has impoverished Christiah i, history, 
has made it less rich and varied than it ought to have be^ in ideals 
life, faith, and society. The suppression of Montanisia, was not 
an unmixed good, inde^ in many respects not a; good at all, for iu 
it much that was most characteristic and primitive in Christianity 
died. Donatism had its own right tagheemphasized eleoiODts iu 
the Religion Catholicism had no room for or did no justice to. ■ But 
& greater evil than the monotony it introduced into the Christian 



60 


THB CONTEMPORARY REYlEm 

♦ 

kleal wto its failure to realize its own. It was potent in its earlier 
period, when a necessity to Religion and man, but impotent in its 
later^ wLen man, baring outgrown it, needed Beligioa presented in a 
freer form, a nobler and more congenial vehicle. In the hands of 
Rome Christianity had come so near its death that the Reformation 
was a necessity to its life. The two centuries before it had been 
like a desert,^ studded, indeed, as all who love mysticism thankfully 
remember,' with beautiful oMses of faith and devotion. But the main 
of tendency within the Catholic Church did not then make 
for godliness. I do not mean to reproach it with men like the 
Borgias; all Churches have had their share of bad men, and we have 
heard more than enough of them, though the thing is most pitiful 
when wicked men become officially infallible. But what I db mean 
to Say is this ; Religion in the fifteenth century was the creation of 
the Catholic Church, and Italy was then without a Religion, or, 
worse, had one that aggravated rather than lessened the evil. The 
States were bad, the Church was,no better, the moral depravity was 
encouraged by the intellectual scepticism, the sensuous licence was 
reflected in the religious. Extenuating circumstances may be dis¬ 
covered, the conflicts with the German emperors, the French kings, 
and the free cities, the subtle influences of the Renaissance, Moorish 
philosophy, and Jewish learning, but these neither alter' nor explain 
, the facts. Religion was her province, in it she had reigned for 
centuries without a rival, yet her infallibility in doctrine had been 
80 mated with inefficiency in conduct as to result in the compietest 
breakdown in the matter of faith and morals Christian Europe has 
ever known. The supe^atural and the natural gifts were so ill- 
assorted that the oi^ did more than neutralize the other, made 
the evil it worked more inveterate and acute. The authority of the 
Church forbade the reform of the Church, and the act that broke 
her unity saved our religion. 

3. But it is impossible to end here; modem history is as significant 
as ancient. Cfath6lic» reproach Protestants with being bynd to the 
meaning of the centuries that lie between the first and the sixteenth. 
But there is a Catholic counterpart to this Protestant neglect. The 
centuries that have elapsed since the fifteenth ended have been without 
doubt the most eventful, fraitful, momentous in the history of man, 
and their history has bcbn the history of Christian peoples. The 
record of its material progress has been a record of marvels. America 
has been discovered, colonized, peopled; Asia has been opened up, 
almost conquered and annexed ; Africa has been explored, and is 
being pierced and penetrated on all sides; and in the Australasian 
continent and islands the see^ of new States have been plentifully 
sown. The European States, with certain significant exceptions, are 
mightier than they were four centuries ago, more populous, freer. 
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wealthier; and the poorest of the rwh awj 

full of comforts as ebmpar^. with Euroj^ in lie days ^ 

Death. But wlut part has Cbristiapit^ had in the, making of j^odem 
civilization? Not much; if it and the Cathtdio Qhuich be.identical; 
The progressive peoples have been the non-Catholic; ftom them 
have proceeded the noblest of the ameliorative principles and actions 
of the period. They have been the least troubled, with revo}utioifj 
have had the most happy, well-ordered commonwealths, have ei^oyed 
most freedom, have most successfully laboured to temper justice with 
mercy, to make judgment remedial, to enlarge the area of righjbs, and 
to raise the ideal of duty. And the same peoples have been pre¬ 
eminent in the realms of thought and spirit, been most deeply and' 
devoutly exercised by the problems concerning man and his destiny. 
God has not been sparing of His gifts of great men to those wbo 
sit outside Catbolicism. The Elizabethan dramatists, greatest of 
moderns in their own order, were the poets of the English people 
in the heroic moment of their reaction against Rome. Milton was 
the poet of a still more radical revolution. Cowper and Bums, 
Wordsworth and Coleridge, Tennyson and Browning, represent 
the inspiration and aspiration of the same people, Lessing, and 
Schiller, and Goethe were not products of Catholicism. The most 
splendid cycls of thinkers since the Platonic age in Greece was that 
which began with Kant and ended with Hegel, sons of Protestant 
Germany, It is needless to multiply names. What we wish to'know 
is this—the relation of Christianity to this whole complex move¬ 
ment called progress or modern civilization. Our modem world 
has had more of God in it. than the mediaeval, and He is there 
because of the Religion we call Christianity; hut were we to identify 
the Religion with the Catholic Church, we shduld have to regard 
our world as in progressiva apostasy from Him. But its apostasy 
means His desertion; and a world forsaken of its God would be 
poorer in its good than ours has been, while a God who ^uld, 
even in the interests of an infallible Qhurch, forsake any part of 
His especially a part that had been so strenuously feeling 

after Him that it might know His truthr and do His will, would be 
less Divine than we believe our God to be. We will not allow either 
the truth or the sufficiency of the religious idea that would deny 
God to man, or make Him the special 'possession of any Church. 
For the Atheism that denies is less impious than the Atkeism that 
limits His presence, that dares in its pride to say, He is so mine 
that you must belong to me in order to belong ip Him, and whab 
you have of Him is by my grace and through my wotJ* That vain 
Atheism God has in these last centuries caused His very providence 
to contradict and reprove. For it we^re a strange and satirical 
theodicy that should exhibit God as workiojg poverty and revoIu« 
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tion in the natbns that had accepted or been forced to accept 
the authority of Hia own infallible Church, while sending fulness of 
and grace, and freedom into those that had deserted and die* 
owned it. 

11 . 

This brings us to the ideal sufficiency of Catholicism : the question 
Whether it be'a vehicle equal to the spirit and matter of the Christian 
Beligion, the* alone fully qualified interpreter of its truth to our age. 
This is the really fundamental question, and 1 may fraUkly say'that it 
was in order to a grave discussion of it that these papers were under¬ 
taken. It has indeed been implied in every, point raised; and in 
what now remains to be said we must be severely brief. 

1. Catholicism claims to present the completest faith in God, and to do 
the amplest justice to the mysteries of faith and the realities of Religion. 
The supernaturalism on which it is grounded is indeed marvellous, 
but it is not mysterious. Cardinal Newman, using the mysteries of 
Nature to justify those of the Church, says,* If I must submit my 
reason to mysteries, it does not much matter whether it is a mystery 
more or a mystery less.^' But it may matter in an infinite degree; 
whether it does matter depends on the source and character of the 
mysteries. The true mystery is a thing of Nature; history neither 
made it nor can show how it was made; reason finds and cannot 
elude it, for it is bound up with the being of tbe reason and the system 
that holds and* unfolds it. But a false mystery is only a marvel, a 
belief with a remarkable history, without ground in nature or reason 
in thought, but bound up with the being of an institution, explicable 
through it, yet helping to explain it. The mystery is at once im¬ 
manent and universal, has its roots in the universe that confronts man, 
its reason in the ma2 that confronts the universe, and through it life 
is invested with all its meaning and all its grandeur; but the marvel 
is occasional and particular, has no meaning apart from the institution 
through and for which it exists, while the institution has no majesty 
apart from it.* The mystery exercises reason, but the marvel taxes 
faith; and so, while authority may be based on the mysteri Jb of reason, 
the marvels of faith must be based on authority. The snpernaturalism 
native to the Christian Religion is mysterious, for in it Nature and 
man may lie embosomed, comprehended, uncomprehending; but the 
supernaturalism of Rome is without mystery, for while it is sufficient 
to the needs of Catholicism, it is inadequate to the idea of God, or 
the ideals of His providence aiid kingdob. It has, too, a natural 
history of its own; its most transcendent dogmas need but to be studied 
through their history to be thoroughly intelligible. Belief in them 
may be the measure of submission to the authority on which they 
rest j it in no way indicates the attitude of the mind to those ulti- 

t 

* “ Sermons to Mixed Congregations,” p. 275. 
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mate beliefii wliich tK tlm trim> rnfateimwof'^tlK^ tbe^ 

uniwse. Ntf, a mta^a fidtii iu the n^rnatuiM may be^iU.the^ 
leu real tbat hb faith ia CatholiOidogma ii atr^ ; it may 
in the Church and its determination^ not in 0od and Hit liimg 
Spirit* If God is known and approached through the Chnrchi then 
it is |iot so much God aa the Church that ia believedi for iU people 
can know Him only through the terms it approres, and approach 
Him only on the conditions it prescribes. But to bihd God to a 
Church and distribute and determine His truth through its deems 
is a bad supematuralism; it is to bring the Almighty within the 
limits of an historical institution, and then to argue that the limi¬ 
tation is credible because it makes the institution so Birine, justifies 
its claims, and explains its prerogatives. This, 1 repeat,, may be 
marvellous, but it is not mysterious; it may make the institution 
remarkable, but it does not make Keligion Divine. The more 
organized authority becomes, the more exigent, imperative, imperious, 
it grows; in a word, the more it is incorporated in a Church the 
more the Church tends to supersede God, and to become His substitute. 
The centre of gravity is, as it were, changed ; the Church experiences 
a kind of apotheosis, God suffers a sort of political incarnation. It so 
holds the approaches to Him that it is not so much in His hands as 
He is in its; and in the very degree that it possesses Him, Nature 
and man are deprived of His presence. The special Theism of the 
Church ends in a more awful Atheism of the universe. ' • 

2, Indeed, the radical defect of Catholicism seems to me its want of 
a true supernaturalism, and even fundamental incompatibility with 
one. It is throughout conceived in the' interests of the Church 
rather than in the interests of Keligion and humanity. The Catholic 
Church is built on a conception of Deity thft is not Christ's, it 
dispenses His grace and distributes His truth to those outside its 
pale on terms, in modes and quantities that involve the negation of 
His holiest attributes and Divinest qualities, the scholastic 4il9tinc- 
tions which most incline to charity being but an aggravation of the 
offence. And even to those within its pale the representation of 
Him is imperfect: the Church has determined the idea of God; the 
idea of God has not been allowed to determine the idea and spirit of 
the Church. There is no Keligion so generous as the Religion of 
the New Testament. God as He appears there is the universal 
Father/and all men are His sons; between Him and them no institu¬ 
tion or Church canhe allbwed to stand, the only Priest or Mediator 
being the Christ. . The Apostles burn with holy passion against 
every "middle wall of partition,” or whatever would limit the grace 
and activity of God. He is the God of both Jew and Gentile, " in 
Him all live and move aud have their being,” " in every nation he 
that feareth God and wqrketh righteousness is accepted of Him.” 
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In the early Church this was the doctrine of men like Justin Martyr 
and Clement of Alexandria; but, as the idea of the Church rose, 
t1^ remoter, the more formal and circumscribed, were God's rela¬ 
tions to men conceived to be« The greater the emphasis laid on the 
printhood and mediation, with their associated ideas and instruihents, 
the less general became His influence and the less immediate inter- 
'course with Him; and, as He lost, the intermediaries gained in reality 
to faith. The very notion of Religion was revolutionized, ceased to 
have the spiritual immediacy, the ethical breadth and intensity, the 
filial love and peace, the human purity and gentleness, of Jesus, and 
became more akin to the ancient sacerdotal and ceremonial worships. 
The great enemy of God is the idea of the Church and its priesthood. 
Nothing has so estranged men from Him as the claim ito be alone 
able to reconcile Him and them. The most clamant need of our 
day is to recover the religious idea of Jesus, and the only way to 
recover it is to think of God as He was declared to be by the only 
begotten Son, who is in the bosom of the Father. 

But enough; these discussions must here end, though with the 
feeling that they are hardly well begun. The fundamental problem 
, was one touching, not the truth of rival Churches, but the form in 
which the Christian Faith can best be presented to our age. 

' Religious men are face to face with serious i88u>.>s, and are burdened 
with grave responsibilities. The difficulties of belief are great, but 
the consciousness of them is greater; they spring not so much from 
the new knowledge as the changed estimate and conditions of life. 
Men are so possessed and oppressed by the labour needed to win the 
means of living that they have not sufficient energy of mind to 
weigh or to master the deeper mysteries of life, and so are prepared 
to allow either authority to affirm their faith or criticism to dissolve 
it. In such an age Catholicism may have its place, and make its 
converts, and it is no purpose of ours to take it from them or them 
fromjt. But if it claims to be the one real, sufficient, and relevant 
form of the Christian Religion, then the truth must be spoken. Not 
in and through it is Religion to be realized in an age of (bought, in 
a world of freedom, progress, order, and activity. Its doctrine of 
authority and the Church is a direct provocation to scepticism; its 
idea of Religion is an impoverishment of the ideal that came in the 
Kingdom of heaven. Faith can come by its rights only as it 
fulfils its duties to reason, and the Church that alone has a right to 
live is the Church that, by finding in God the most hnmanity> 
mo&t fills humanity with G6d, and so works fot the establishment of 
that Kingdom which was founded by the Son, and is governed by 
the Father, of man. 


A. M. Faibbairk. 



THE ARMY OF RUSSIA. 


^rmed Sftvnatk nf Smitia, 1881; Jintnatl 
UmUd Strvict IiutitiUiom, 


T he subject of this articlej from its tiature, can only-be put 
before the public in a dry statistical form; but from the cir¬ 
cumstances of the day it cannot fail to h^e a considerable interest 
to all who have been watching our present relations with Russia. 
The enormous territoryj the rapid advance of pivilizing influences 
throughout that territory, the despotic and essentially military/orm 
of government, unite to make the military system of Russia almost 
unique in the history of nations. The standing army of Russia 
consists of over 700,000 men on a peace, and'over 2,000,000 on a war 
footing. A system of reserves, and the enormous number of adults, 
annually ready to recruit the first line, make i1^ appear possible to 
keep up a permanent army of 2,000,000. It is not our purpose at 
present to point out the many sources of practical and financial 
weakness in this military system, but to place before the public, as* 
concisely as can be, the constitution qf the imperial army of' 
Russia. 

Before proceeding to statistics, which will be given generally in^ 
approximate round numbers, it will be interesting to look for ». 
moment at the physique and morale of the population, all of wbom 
are liable to service in the army. The nobility and gentry, apart 
from their obligation to serve, are naturally anxious for a military 
career, which is the only one that leads to favour at Court—^in &ot,. 
the only legitimate outlet for ambition or hope ,of social success. 

The aristocratic yopth of Russia commence their miUtary career 
in gymnasia (Mhools), where they receive a liberal education, at the 
age of ten. Religion, languages, history, mathematics, &c., form 
part of the courae> which lasts for seven years; but drill, fencings 
gymnastics, and swimminj^ are subjects to which considerable promi- 
vCL. xtvni, r , 

# 
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iience; .iB. given# end ^cb school has a uniform iu which the schdlars 
inyidriahl^ appear. At the end of tha course they are medically 
iz^pected, and only those who are physically 6t are permitted to he 
eiamined for cadetships; those who are rejected may he appointed 
to different offices under Government. The corps d*ilite are beld 
•out as inducements to those who pass the highest standard of 
examination!. « ... 

There are eighteen or twenty of these gymnasia at present in the 
different portions of the empire. They feed the eight cadet schools 
which provide the higher class of officer. Of thescj the Imperial 
Corps of Pages is the most aristocratic, and snpplies most of the 
officers for the Guard. The remaihder are at St. Petersburg, with 
the exception of the Alexander School at Moscow and the Finland 
Cadet Corps at Helsingfors, the latter being exclusively for natives of 
the Duchy of Fiuland. The Michael Artillery and Nicholas Engineer 
Cadet Schools furnish, as their titles imply, the higher class of 
artilleVy and engineer officers. 

The pro-gymnasia, of*which there are eight, receive boys of any 
class, ten years of age, a small percentage of whom join the army 
direct as non>commission^ officers ; the remainder supply the Junker 
schools, after a seven years’ course. 

The Junker schools provide the body of officers. The course 
lasts,for two years, and only those cadets who obtain a certain figure 
of merit are appointed to commissions. The cadets, in addition to 
theoretical instruction, have a most practical course of study in 
sketching and outpost duty; they also go into camp for four months 
in the year, and take part in all drills and exercises. Batteries, 
squadrons, and battoHons are formed, all manned by cadets. 

These schools are in the different military districts and under the 
staff of those districts, and the instructors are taken from the best 
officers in the district. 

The best Jborn and educated of the community, who are liable to 
military service, naturally endeavour to pass into the rymy through 
one of these channels, with the hope of becoming officers. Service 
being almost universally compulsory, many are taken by the annual 
•conscription. The greater number of those who serve in the ranks 
for any length of time are the lower rural,classes. Their physique 
must be fairly good, as they have to pass a careful medical examina¬ 
tion. They are accustomed to hard work and poor living,, seldom 
seeing butcher’s meat, and accustomed from youth to the severe 
fasts prescribed by the Greek Church. They are very superstitious, 
tdokbst fatalistic, in their religion; for the most'part thoroughly 
illiterate; and for these reasons, patient, obedient, and ready to f<dlow 
good dffiien to certain death. . 

It is impossible to say so much of the morale of the officer class. 
The inducefnents ore so great to most yonn% men to becraze officers 




in the that there d,xfi Shy more who do so fkom esp^iency 
than fjfom pr^iiectibn. There are 'maiiy able imd 'i^omplnli^ 
officers, hut it is bpett to doubt whetW throughout they hm that 
sympathy with their men and their prbfessioh which would enable 
them to make the most of their commands. 

I^e territory of the Russian Empire is usually divided Into 
European and Asiatic Russia; the former consisting of Russia proper,< 
linlaud, PoUnd, and Cis-Caucasia; and*the latter of Tnftis-CaheMia, 
Siberia, and Central Asia. 

The available statistics are far from accurate, but a rough estimate, 
placing the population of the empire at about 90,000,000 souls, and 
its area at 8,500,000 English square miles, or about one-seventh of 
the inhabited surface of the globe, will give a fair general idea of its 
population and extent. 

The population may be divided into the following proportions of 
classes:— 


Nobles (hereditary and personal) 

. . 1*25 per cent. 

Clerical classes .... 

1-00 


Town classes .... 

. 10'75 

' . 

Rural classes .... 

. . 80'25 


Military classes.... 

0*25 


Miscellaneous .... 

•50 

M 


100-00 



The army expenditure is about one-fourth of the total expenditure 
of the State, and averages about £30,000,000, taking the rouble at 
its full silver value (3s, 2d.), or £20,000,000, allowing for the depre¬ 
ciated value (2s. Id.) of the rouble. 

The forces of Russia consist of— 

• 

The Regular troops. The Irregular troops. 

The Opoltcheni^, or general levy. 


The regular troops consist of— 

The Field, or Standing Army. 
The Reserve. 

The Ersatz. 

The irregular troops consist of— 
The Cossadka. 


Fortress and LocA Troops. 
Instructional Troops. 
Special Corpa.« 


The Militia. 


The Opoltcheni^ consists of all men capable' of bearing arms 
between the ages of 20 and 40 who do not belong either to the 
regular or irregular troops. 

The military system of Russia, like that of all the other great 
Continental Powers^ is based on the principle of ufaiversal militai^ 
service, but there are special regulatiozu irhich apply to the Grand* 
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Duchy of Finland, and also to those Cossadu who occupy Crown 
lands in return for military service. 

The conscription takes place annually, at such a time that those 
recruits by whom the lot is drawn may join their colours by 1st 
December. 

Every male who has completed his nineteenth year on the previous 
*lst of Janutvy is called upon to draw, with the following exceptions:— 
Any person who having been deprived of civil rights is regarded as 
unworthy; the only bread-winner in a family; clergy of all Christian 
denominations; singers in orthodox churches who have completed a 
course of study for the Church. 

Some may avoid this conscription by enlisting as volunteers. They 
can do so if more than seventeen years of age, with the consent of 
their parents or guardians; they must be physically fit, and pass a 
certain educational standard. 

The permanent drain on the establishment of the Russian army is 
calculated at something less than 220,000 per annum. The average 
number of men completing their nineteenth year is about 800,000; 
nearly half this number are exempt from family reasons; about 60,000 
are medically unfit; 60,000 or 70,000 arc put back for a year, or fail *to 
appear; leaving between 200,000 and 250,000 to draw numbers for 
the regular army, any surplus beiug passed direct into the Opolt- 
chenie. 

Tfie recruits are then draughted to different regiments, according 
to physical or territorial fitness, the Guards of course having the 
pick, their lowest standard of height beiug 5 ft. 6^ in.; after them the 
Grenadiers, 5 ft. in.; down to the Rifles and Engineers, with a 
standard of 5 ft. IJ-^n.—the latter corps, however, claiming such men 
as, from their previous training in mines or on railways, would be 
specially adapted for the work. 

Some, however, who draw a lot which calls them to serve are 
exempt in time of peace, and are at once enrolled in the Reserve. 
Such are doctors, surgeons, apothecaries, and veterinary surgeons, 
unless they aie liable to service by the rules of the establishmdul in 
*which they nave been educated; painters sent abroad by the 
Imperial Fine Arts Academy to study their art, professors, masters, 
tutors, assistants, and persons belonging to public educational 
establishments. 

The duration of service for those recruits who have taken part in 
the drawing of lots is fixed at six years with the colours and nine 
in the Reserve. As a rule, about 80 per cent« of the conscripts can 
neither read nor write; so, in order to increase the desire for educa¬ 
tion, reduction of service is made under the following circum¬ 
stances 

(1) To eighteen months with the colours and thirteen and a half 
years in the Reserve, in the case of men who have completed their 
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oouno €^: study ^ ot oi^er first*cifl» M&ratiooal 

cstablubments. , * 

.. (3)' To three yeab with the coloare and twclre ift the- SeaeiWi in 
the case of men who hare ^nished the coune of nx classes in the 
^ gymnasia^ or the course in second-class educational establishments, 
{3) To four years with the colours and eleven in the Reserve, in the^ 
case of men who have finished their course in tbird-clasa educational 
establishments. 

Of course these terms of service only apply to times of peacoj 
in the event of war all men remain with the colours as long as their 
services are required. 

Volunteers have a Special duration of service, and are divided into 
three classes— 

(1) Three months with the colours, if they have passed their exami¬ 
nation at a first-class educational establishment. 

(2) For six months, if at a second-class establishment, 

(3) For two years, if they have passed the examination according to 
the special scheme fixed by Ministers of War and Public Instruction. 

The term of service for all volunteers in the Reserve is for nine years. 
Volunteers may choose the branch of the service which they prefer, 
but if they join the Guards or cavalry, must maintain themselves at 
their own expense. In other corps they are maintained by the State, 
unless they wish to pay their own expenses and live in private quar¬ 
ters, On passing a technical examination, they may rise to be iion- 
commissioned or commissioned oflUcers after two months as privates 
and three months as non-commissioned officers. The rank of officer 
cannot, however, be given to a volunteer in this way, unless he has 
been out in camp during the annual period of training. 

Having entered the service, the recruit commences his career on 
5-d. per day in the Guards, and ^d. in the line; together wUh his 
mess allowance, which varies from Ifrf. to Id. per diem, and his daily 
ration of 2 lbs. of flour, salt and barley; but with ^thc glorious 
possibility of finding the bfitou of the field-marshal a necessary part 
of his equipment ere he retires on a pension. ^ ■ 

The Standing or Field Army consists of the Guards, Grenadier^f 
and Line. 

The Guards consist of— 


12 Regiments of Infantry. 9 Light Field Batteries. 

,^ Regiment of Rifles; 6 Horse Artillery do. 

9 Heavy Field Batteries, I Battalion Sappers, 

The Grenadiers consist of— 

16 Regiments of Infantry. 13 Light Field Batteries. 

11 Heavy Field Batteries. 1 Battalion Sappers. 

The Guards Regiment of Infantry have distinctive titles. The 
Grenadiers are numbered from 1 to 16. 
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lofantry. 


V ^ ^ , J j 

Tbe Line consists of— , . 

/ 164 B^imentfl (of 4 Battaltons). 
r. y 46 Battalions of Rifles, 

( 29 Battalions of frontier Infentry. 

I 18 Regiments (of 6 Squadrons^ Dragoons. 
Cavalry. 14 )? ( n ) Lancers. 

(14 „ ( 


Hussars. 


/119 Heavy Field Batteries (8 Guns). 


Artillery. 


) 122 Light* 

\ 21 Horse Artillery 
( 15 Mountain 


(8 
» (6 
» (8 


ft 

tf 

it 


) 

) 


13 Battalions (52 Companies). 
Turkestan Sapper (2 Companies). 

4 Pontoon Battalions. 

4 Torpedo Companies. 


Regiments of the line are numbered from 1 to 164^ besides having 
each a local or honorary designation. Although the Cossacks have 
been classed under the head of irregular troops^ a Cossack cavalry 
regiment forms an integral part of each cavalry division of the stand* 
ing army, and so it will not he out of place to give now a short 
description of their origin and composition. 

The Cossacks were originally bands of military adventurers, or 
freebooters, who have gradually migrated from the frontier of Poland 
to Siberia, a process which has lasted for over five centuries. 

They were either driven from their settlements by Russia, Or left 
them of their own accord on further predatory expeditions. They 
were thus the pion«era of the Russian advance to Asia. Siberia was 
presented to the Czar by the Cossack chief Zermak. 

These successive Cossack colonies have gradually come under 
Russian subjection, and that country has utilized their strong 
milrtaiy instincts, which, under the influence of civilization, have 
produced the beau ideal of cavalry. However, it is doubtful 
whether the artificial training which every Cossack now^ receives 
n*om earliest youth will long keep up the traditions left by their 
hardy ancestors, who were trained in actual daily warfare. 

Every Cossack (with a few family exceptions) who is physically 
fit, enters the preparatory" class at eighteen years of age. He 
is obliged to provide himself with a horse and equipment—half at 
his own expense, and half is paid by Government. 

At twenty-one he passes into the “ field ” class, which is divided 
into three classes i-r-First class : Guards—4 squadrons, one battery ; 
line—regiments Ist to 20th; artillery—batteries 1 to 7. Second cIim : 
Line—regiments 2l8t to 40th; artillery—batteries 8 to 14. Third 
class: Line—regiments 41st to 60th; artillery—^batteries 15 to 21; , 

In each of these classes the Cossack spends four years. In the 
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second Remain at homei Irat keep tip tlieir borsM a^ e^ipn^nt. 
In the third they are only required to ptoyide ihoi^ otii mctWeiiTOn, 
and they are obliged to attend three tr^ihinga daring the last eight 
years, of three weeks' duration. -From thirty-two to thirty-sevep 
yean of age they serre in the Beserre, and are then drafted into the 
Opoltcheni^. 

They are officered principally by Cossack officers, but a condder-* 
able number are posted from the regular army. 

' The resources of all the Cossack territories are estimated at over 
1,000,000 males, nearly half of whom are Don Cossacks, and over 
1,200,000 horses. They are good little hardy animals, standing 
great hardship and fatigue. The fur cap, high scat, snaffle-bridJe, 
and whip are the well-known peculiarities of the Cossack soldier. 

The J^serve consists of all soldiers passed from the regular army, 
according to. the conditions on which they joined. In peace, cadres 
of 96 line and one Cuards battalion are kept up; un mobilizatiou 
there ue 24 Beserve infantry divisions, each of 16 battalions, hvc 
Guards, and 96 independent battalions available; making a grand 
total of 4B5 battalions. 

There arc six reserve artillery brigades of six batteries each. Each 
division is made into a battery on mobilization, making a total of 


144 batteries on a war footing. 

The Ersatz correspond to our depdts, each regiment and artillery 
brigade having an Ersatz battalion, squadron, or battery permanently 
stationed in one of the thirteen military districts, from which it is 
fed in time of war. 

Fortress and local troops consist of— 


50 Battalions of Fortress Artillery, ^ 
which are-distributed for duty in the fifteen principal fortresses. 
In European Russia there are : 


6 Local Battalions. 


104 Local Detachments. 


In the Caucasus: • 

8 Local Battalions. 40 Escort Detachments. 

t 


In Turkestan; 

8 Local Battalions. 20 Local Detachments. 

■Which may probably have been considerably increased during the 
past two years. 

In Siberia: 

6 Local Battalions. 37 Escort Detachments. 

48 Local Detachments. 

.1 • , ' • 

Making, the total about 60,000 local troops. 

Instructional troops consist of a battalion of to^^utryi a 
squ^rou of cavalry and a battery of field (two mountain guns) $nd 
one of hoxto artillery, at St. Petersburg. 
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. 'A'iDompimy it atationed at Tiflia ^for uMtraotiba amoi^ tiie.iaioopB 
pf the Caucoaua; a company of engineen-for teadiing electricity 
a^d the use of torpedoes. 

^ Special corps include the general staff of the army> pensionersi the 
gendarmeriei disciplinary battalions^ to which are seiDt bad characters 
sentenced by the militaxy courts, &c. 

'' The chi^ command is . vested in the. Csar, immediately under 
whom is th6 Minister of War and General Staff. These control the 
General Governors of the thirteen' military districts and the chief 
Attaman of the Cossacks, who are respectively responsible for their 
commands. Each of these commanders is assisted by a military 
council and staff. Each General Governor is responsible also for 
producing and forwarding to their regiments all men on furlough, 
and called out from the Reserve, on mobilization. The Opoltcheni^ 
corresponds to the German Landsiurm, and includes all men between 
twenty and thirty years of age who do not belong to the regular 
army, navy, or reserve. 

The Militia is insignificant, although fifteen battalions were raised 
during the Russo-Turkish war. 

The Russian soldier, with the exception of the Household Cavalry 
and Cossacks, is clothed in a dark green double-breasted tunic, with 
trousers tucked into long boots. He wears cotton bandages instead 
of socks. The infantry soldiers carry the Berdan rifle and bayonet, 
a small proportion of entreuebing tools, and their ientes d’abri, in 
addition to their kit-bag and ammunition. 

Dragoons are also armed with the long Berdan. 

The Artillery is admirable; they as well as the Cavalry haviag 
the privilege, from the nature of the country, of being able to per¬ 
form extended operations wherever they are stationed during the 
summer. Large camps and manoeuvres are annually held at Krasnoe 
Selo and the surrounding country.* The horses are admirably 
brokpn ; the artillery horses being driven in snaffle-bridles, and with 
pole draught; 

The Horse Artillery of the Guard gallop over rough grf Ind with 
the greatest dash. All officers are allowed one horse in peace and 
two in war by the Government. The guns, many of which are 
Krupp—though of late the Russian Government has been making the 
same gun—are admirably served, and though the light and heavy 
field batteries both fire a heavy projectile with a fair initial velocity, 
the carriage seems able to bear the shock of discharge, and be easily 
moved by the little horses. The system of equitation is excellent; 
not only the school for riding-masters at St. Petersburg, which lasts 

* The troops are also annually practised in the ** tir de guerre.** A force of all arms 
advances sgainst an enemy represented by dummy figures. Real shell and ball ammu¬ 
nition are used. The ambulances and surgicial appliances are practically teated, as a 
certain nnmber of men are ordered to fall down as it wounded, on which they are iinme- 
diately tended and carried off witii every semblance of reality. 
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commiBsioned officers. This school receives an officSr i^d a ikon- 
commissioned officer from searly every cavalry regiment' The etArse 
lasts for one year. On joining, an unbroken rempunt is handed over 
to each. The entire training of the horse is taught, and to such 
perfection is this training brought, that after a few months horse and* 
man will not only go through a double or single ride with great pre* 
cision, bat the horses are taught to follow, to lie down, and rise with 
the rider mounted. Most of the class can perform' many tricks of 
horsemanship, and vault on and off at a gallop, take fences, &c. 

Steeplechases are compulsory among the officers of the horse and 
field artillery and cavalry regiments. 

In order that the reader may easily compute from the above 
remarks the strength of any portion of an army corps, it must be 
borne in mind that a regiment of cavalry consists of six squadrons. 
Each squadron will have 64 files divided in four sections. The. estab¬ 
lishment of a line cavalry regiment is in peace— 


six yeai^and send* anttuilly b<ei#Mb foi^cn^ 

regimentsi but also the sohool equItBtion for offieenf ind '&oiir 


Oificers. 

Kon>cuinmissioned officers and men, mounted . 

Dismounted. 

Volunteers ... . . . 


88 

859 

150 

1 $ 


l-Combatantsv 


1,065 

Officials.5 ^ Non- 

Other ranks .62 j combatants. 


The strength of a company of infantry is 3 officers and 111 rank 
and file on a peace, 4 officers and 240 rank** and file on a war 
footing. 

A battery of light or heavy field artillery on a war footing is 
6 officers, 236 non-commissioned officers and men. 

To recapitulate the whole strength of this enormous and theoreti¬ 
cally perfect machine in round numbers— 

On a Peace Footing. 

Ctanbatants. Nob-CombataBts. Total Men. Horses. . Oans. 

670,000 ... 41,000 ... 711,000 ... 114,000 ... 1,610 

On a War Footing. 

1,980,000 ... 82,000 ... 2,062,000 ... 861,200 ... 3,920 

Of these, about 40,000 men, 13,000 horses, and 90 guns are stationed 
in Turkestan. 

W. L. Davidson, CapL 

(A of the Foreign Staff attending the Fueeian Mmtevxrte of 1884.) 



MIND AND MOTION. 


[REDE LECTURE, 1885.] 


I T is to me an interesting reflection that since the time when 
in this Senate House I took my degree—now nearly fifteen 
years ago—the University of Cambridge has undergone changes 
which, both in number and in magnitude, are greater than any to 
which she has been subject in the whole course of her previous 
history. I will not wait to enumerate these changes, which in their 
aggregate have done so much to bring the University well abreast 
with the requirements of an age of rapid progress. But there is one 
of these changes—and this, in my opinion, one of the most important 
—to which I desire especially to point, as constituting my reason for 
choosing the subject on which I propose to address you. 

The year to whi^ I have alluded was the year in which Trinity 
College founded the Cambridge School of Physiology. 1 well 
remember the beginnings of that school. In a small make-shift 
laboratory, which was also used as a lec{ure-room, a young man, who 
was called tBe Frselector of Physiology, used to instruct some half a 
dozen undergraduates in the rudiments of his science. ^Ais small 
and isolated group of workers was at that time an object of what I 
may term good-natured contempt, on the part of all the under¬ 
graduate world belonging to the larger and more venerable schools 
of learning. But that small and isolated group was a seed which 
had fallen upon good ground, and .from it we now behold a growth 
which 1 can designate only by the word amazing. If, therefore, 1 
am now addressing any of my former friends who -used to laugh at 
us in these good old days, I claim frour them the tribute of other 
feelings when 1 say, that the Prselector of Physiology was the now 
illustrious Professor Michael Foster, and that the unpretending 
band of pupils whom he had then gathered around him included 
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Martin, Dev-Smith, Gaskell, fVa'ncU Darwin, and last, tIiOUgb not 
least, that extraordinary youth, whom td know was to love, aod the 
meteoric career of whose genius is perhaps without a parallel in the 
histoiy of science—Francis Maitland. Balfour. Chiefly owing to his 
great influence, working in harmonious combination with that of 
Professor Foster, the others whom I have nam^, and some who^ 
followed afterwa^s, the Cambridge School of Biology has grown to 
be what now we behold it—a power not only in its parent Univer^ 
sity, but a power also in the whole world of science. 

Nor is it Biology alone which has made such vast progress in 
this University since the time of which I speak. Side by 'side 
with the school of Biology two other schools of science have 
grown) which in respect alike of ability and equipment are able to 
challenge comparison with any similar institutions of the world. On, 
the one hand we have the munificent foundation by our Chancellor 
of the Cavendish Laboratory, for the study of experimental physics 
—a foundation which will always be associated with the great/ names 
of Maxwell and Rayleigh. Maxwell we have lost, and Rayleigh hfis 
resigned; but the founders of the third great school to which I have 
alluded are still among us; and all who pursue in earnest the study 
of mental science will agree with me in assigning to the foremost 
rank of honour the names of Venn and Ward and Sidgwick. 

Having regard, then, to these great changes which have taken 
place since 1 left Cambridge, it has appeared to me that 1 could 
choose no subject for the Rede Lecture of 1885 more appropriate 
than a consideration of the bearings upon one another of those 
sciences which here and now have struck so firm a root—Physiology 
(which is based upon Physics), and Psychologjfc With your per¬ 
mission, therefore, I propose to discuss what we at present know 
concerning the relations between the external world of Nature and 
the internal world of Mind. 

The earliest writer who deserves to be called a psychologist is 
Hobbes; and if we consider the time when, he wrote, we cannot fail 
to be surprised at what I may term his prevision of the most 
important results which have now been established by science. He 
was the first clearly to sound the note which has ever since consti¬ 
tuted the bass, or fundamental tone, of scientific thought. Let us 
listen to it through the clear instrumentality of bis own language 

All the qualities called sensible are, in the object which causeth thorn, but 
BO many lAotions of the matter by which it presseth on our organs diversely, 
hfeither in ns that are pressed are they anything olae but diyers motions \ for 

motion produceth nothing but motion.The cause of sense is the 

external body or object, which presseth the organ proper to each sense) either 
immediately, ns in taste and touch, or mediately, as in hearing, seeing, and 
Sttellmg*, which pressure, by the mediation of the nerver, and other strings 




THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


• 

iind membraneB of the body^ continued iovardi to the brain and heart, causeth 
ibore a resistance, or counter-preasure, or mdeaVonr. .... And b^nse 
yoinp, tpeaking, and the like voluntary motions, depend always upon a pre¬ 
cedent tbouglit of iciiiVArr, which wcaf^ and what; it is evident that the imagi¬ 
nation [or idea] is the first internal beginning of all voluntary motion. And 
although unstudied men do not conceive any motion at all to be there, where 
the thing moved is invisible; or tiie space it is moved in is, for the shortness 
' * of it, insensible; yet that doth not binder, but that such motions are. These 
email beginnings of motion, within the body of man, before they appear in 
walking, speaking, striking, and other visible actions, nre commonly called 
ENDEAVOUR.” 

These quotations are sufficient to show that the system of Hobbes 
was prophetic of a revelation afterwards declared by two centuries of. 
scientific research. For they show how plainly he taught that all 
our knowledge of the external world is a knowledge of motion; and, 
again, that all our acquisitions of knowledge and other acts of mind 
themselves imply, as he elsewhere says, some kind of motion, agita¬ 
tion, or alteration, which worketh in the brain.'^ That he conceived 
such motion, agitation, or alteration to be, from its extreme minute¬ 
ness, “invisible” and “insensible,” or, as we should now say, 
molecular^ is likewise evident. I can therefore imagine the delight 
with which he would hear me speak when 1 say, that it is no longer 
a matter of keen-sighted speculation, but a matter of carefully 
demonstrated fact, that ail our knowledge of the external world is 
nothing more than a knowledge of motion. For all the forms of 
energy have now been proved to be but modes of motion; and even 
matter, if not in its ultimate constitution vorticial motion, at all 
events is known to us only as changes cf motion: all that we per¬ 
ceive in what we call matter is change in modes of motion. We do 
not even know what it is that moves; we only know that when some 
modes of motion pass into other modes, we perceive what we under¬ 
stand by matter. It would take me too long to justify this general 
statement so that it should be intelligible to every one; hut 1 am 
confident thht all persons who understand such subjects will, when 
they Ihink about it, accept this general statement as oik which is 
universally true. And, if so, they will agree with Hobbes that all 
our knowledge of the external world is a knowledge of motion. 

Now, if it would 'have heeu thus a joy to Hobbes to have heard 
to-day how thoroughly he has been justified in his views touching 
the external world, with no less joy would He have heard that he hgs 
been equally justified in his views touching the internal world. For 
it has now been proved, beyond the, possibility of diBpute,«th8t it is 
only in virtue of those invisible movements which he inferred that 
the nervous system is enabled to peribrm its varied functions. 

To many among the different kinds of movement going on in the 
extemal^orld, the animal body is adapted to respond by iteowA^ 







movemento as laiujtt qirtf welfai^ ^ 
this 16 effected Is the neuro-iausculai: system* 
mebt e^iog on in the external world which are competent to 
responsive movements in the animal body bre called by physiolo|hits 
stimuli. When a stimulus falls upon the approfiriate sensory sui^aco^ 
a wave of molecular movement is sent up the attached, sensory nerve 
to a nerve-centrej which thereupon issues another wave of molecular * 
movement down a motor nerve to the group of muscles over whose . 
action it presides; and when the muscles receive this waye of uervbus 
influence they contract. This kind of response to stimuli is purely 
mechanical, or non*mentah and is ordinarily termed reflex action. 
The whole of the spinal cord and lower part of the brain are made 
up of nerve-centres of reflex action; and, in the result, we have a 
wonderfully perfect machine iu the animal body considered as a 
whole. For while the various sensory surfaces are severally adapted 
to respond to different kinds of external movement—the eye tolight> 
the ear to sound, and so on—any of these surfaces may be. brought 
into suitable relation with any of the muscles of the body by means 
of the cerebro-spinal nerve-centres and their intercommunications. 

So much, then, for the machinery of the body. We must now 
turn to consider the corporeal seat of the mind, or the only part of 
the nervous system wherein the agitation of nervous matted is 
accompanied with consciousness. This is composed of a double 
nerve-centre, which occurs in all vertebrated apimals, and the two 
parts of which are called the cerebral hemispheres. In man this 
double nerve-centre is so large that it completely Alls the arch of the 
skull, as far down as the level of the eyebrows. The two hemispheres 
of which it consists meet face to face in the middle line of the skull, 
from the top of the nose backwards. Each hemisphere is composed 
of two conspicuously distinct parts, called respectively the grey matter 
and the white matter. The grey matter is external, enveloping the 
white matter like a skull-cap, and is composed of an inconceivable 
number of nerve-cdls connected together by nerve-fibres. It ia 
computed that in a human brain there canpot be less than a thousand 
millions of cells, and five thousand millions of fibres. The white 
matter is composed only of nerve-fibres, which pass downwards in 
great strands of conducting tissue to the lower centres of the brain 
and spinal cord. So that the whole constitutes one system, with the 
grey matter of the cerebral hemispheres at the apex or crown, 

That the grey matter of the cerebral hemispheres is the exclusive 
seat of mind is proved in two ways. In- the first place, if we look 
to the animal kingdom as a whole, we find that, speaking generally, 
the intelligence of species varies with the mass of this grey mcitter. 
Or, in other words, we find that the process of mental evolution, on 
its physical side, has consisted in the progressive development of this 


the, mndisnUpa^wj^^rfhy 
. Those hiw 
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gl^ey mattev superimposed upon the pre-existing nerroos .machineiyi 

until it has attained its latest and maximum growth in.man. , 

In the second place, we dud that when the grey matter is jexperi- 
mentally removed from the brain of animals^ the animals continue to 
live; but are completely deprived of intelligence. All the lower 
nerve-centres continue to perform their mechanical adjiutments in 
' response to suitable stimulation; but they are no longer under the 
government* of the mind. Thus, for instance, when a bird is muti¬ 
lated in this way^ it will continue to perform all its reflex adjustments 
—sucb as sitting on a perch, using its wings when thrown into the 
air, and so forth; but it no longer remembers its nest or its young, 
and will starve to death in the midst of its food, unless it be fed 
artificially. 

Again, if the grey matter of only one hemisphere be removed, the 
mind is taken away from the corresponding (i.e., the opposite) side 
of the body, while it remains intact on the other side. For example, 
if a dog be deprived of one hemisphere, the eye which was supplied 
from it with nerve-flbres continues able to see, or to transmit im¬ 
pressions to the lower nerve-centre called the optic ganglion; for this 
eye will yien mechanically follow the hand waved in front of it. 
But if the hand should hold a piece of meat, the dog will show 
no mental recognition of the meat, which of course it will 
immediately seize if exposed to the view of its other eye. The same 
thing is found to happen in the case of birds: on the injured side 
^ensation^ or the power of responding to a stimulus, remains intact; 
while perception^ or the power of mental recognition, is destroyed. 

This description applies to the grey fnatter of the cerebral hemi¬ 
spheres as a whole. But of course the question next arises whether it 
only acts as a whole, or whether there is any localization of different 
intellectual faculties in different parts of it. Now, in answer to this 
question, it has long been known that the faculty of speech is definitely 
locaJized in a part of the greymatter lying just behind the forehead; for, 
when this pal't is injured, a man loses all power of expressing even the 
most simple ideas in words, while the ideas themselves reitf In as clear 
as ever. It is remarkable that in each individual only this part of one 
hemisphere appears to be used; and there is some evidence to show 
that left-handed persons use the opposite side from right-handed. 
Moreover, when the side which is hahitoalLy in use is destroyed, the 
corresponding part.of the other hemisphere begins to learn its work, 

60 that the patient may in time recover his use of language. 

Within the last few years the important discovery has been made, 
that by stimulating with electricity the surface of the grey matter 
of the hemispheres, muscular movements are evoked; and that cer* 
tain patches of the grey matter, when thus stimulated, always throw 
into action the same groups of muscles. In other words, there are 
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definite local areas of (p«y 

into action definite groups‘oftiadscles. snxface of ^e ce»^M 

hemispheres has now been in large meunre explored and map^ 
oat with reference to these so-called motipr-centreS; and thus ohi^ 
knowledge of the neuro-mnscular machinery of the higher animals 
(Invading man) has been very greatly farthered. Here I may , 
observe parenthetically that, as the brain is insentient ^o injuries 
indicted upon its own substance, none of the experiments to which 1 
have alluded entail any sufiering to the animals experimented upon; 
and it is evident that the important information which has thus been 
gained could not have been gained by any other method. I may 
also observe that as these motor-centres occur in the grey matter of 
the hemispheres, a strong probability arises that they are not only 
the motor-centres; but also the volitional centres which originate the 
intellectual commands for the contraction of this and that group of 
muscles. Unfortunately we cannot interrogate an animal whether^ 
when we stimulate a motor-centre, we arouse in the animal’s mind 
an act of will to throw the corresponding group of muscles into 
action; but that these motor-centres are really centres of voUtiou is 
pointed to by the fact, that electrical stimuli have no loager any 
efledt upon them .when the mental faculties of the animal are sus¬ 
pended by aniesthetics, nor in the case of young animals where the 
mental faculties have not yet been sufficiently developed to admit of 
voluntary co-ordination among the muscles which are concerned. On 
the whole, then, it is not improbable that on stimulating artificially 
these motor-centres of the l^rain, a physiologist is aptually pl&ying 
from without, and at his own pleasure, upon the volitions of the animal. 

Turning, now, from this brief description of ^he structure and 
leading functions of the principal parts of the nervous system, I pro¬ 
pose to consider what we know about the molecular movements going 
on in different parts of this system, and which are concerned in all 
the processes of reflex adjustment, sensation, perception, emotion, 
instinct, thought, and volition. 

First of all, the rate at which these molecular movements travel 
through a nerve has been measured, and found to be about 100 feet 
per second, or somewhat more than a mile a minute, in the nerves of 
a frog. In the nerves of a mammal it is just about twice as fast; 
so that if London were connected with New York by means^of a 
mammalian nerve instead of an electric cable* it woul^ require imarly 
a whole day for a message to pass. 

Next/ the time has also been ineasured which is required by a 
nerve-pentro to perform its part in a reflex action, where no thought 
or cpnscioiuness is involved.. This time, in the case of the winking 
reflex,'and apart from the time required for the passage of the mole^ 
cukr waves and down the sensory and motor nerves, is about 
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of ft second* Such is the rate at which a herte-centre conducts its, 
operations when no consciousness or volition is involved. But when 
consciousness and volition are involved, or when the cerebral hemi¬ 
spheres are called into play, the time required is considerably greater* 
For the operations on the part of the hemispheres which are com- 
, prised in perceiving a simple sensation (such as an electrical shopk) 
and the volitional act of signalling the perception, cannot be per¬ 
formed in less than second, which is nearly twice as long as 

the time required by the lower nerve-centres for the performance of 
a reflex action. Other experiments prove that the more complex an 
act of perception, the more time is required for its performance. 
Thus, when the experiment is made to consist, not merely in signal¬ 
ling a perception, but in signalling one of two or more perceptions 
(such as an electrical shock on one or other of the two hands, which 
of flve letters is suddenly exposed to view, &c.], a longer time 
is required for the more complex process of distinguishing which of 
the two or more expected stimuli is perceived, and in determining 
which of the appropriate signals to make in response. The time 
consumed by the cerebral hemispheres in meeting a ** dilemma of 
this kind is from ^ to of a second longer than that which they 
consume in the case of a simpler perception. Therefore, whenever 
mental operations are concerned, a relatively much greater time is 
required for a nerve-centre to perform its adjustments than when a 
merely mechanical or non-mental response is needed; and the more 
complex the mental operation the more time is necessary. Such 
may be termed the physiology of deliberation. 

So much, then, for the rate at which molecular movements travel 
through nerves, and the times which nerve-centres consume in per¬ 
forming their molecular adjustments. We may next consider the 
researches which have been made within the last few months upon 
the rates of these movements themselves, or the number of vibrationa 
per^aecond with which the particles of nervous matter oscillate. 

If, by means of a suitable apparatus, a muscle is m^-^e to record 
its own contraction, we find that during all the time it is in con¬ 
traction, it is undergoing a vibratory movement at the rate of 
about nine pulsations per second. What is the meaning of this 
movement? The meaning is that the act of will in the brain, which 
serves as a stimulus to^ the contraction of the muscle, is accom¬ 
panied by a vibratory movement in the grey matter of the braiu ; 
that this movement is going on at the rate of nide pulsations per 
second; and that the mu|ple is giving a separate or distinct con¬ 
traction in response to every one of these nervous pulsations. Tbftt 
such is the true explanation of the rhythm in the muscle is proved 
by the fact that if, instead of contracting a muscle by an act pf the 
will, it be contracted by means of a rapid series of electrical Aocks 




pUywjfinpqii i^JAttwhed 

a i^piUa^ tiiQiaUing goii^; «a ia < ^^aiti«plfr: h iH' ;tiie.v|ffl^i^u)aa 
case I bat the trmon of contraotip^ arp nosr^o loagptvpt .tl^^^ 
per second: they correspond beat £Wibeat wUh the ioteii^q^ 
tions of the electrical current. That w to say^ fie ni*wel^ 
reeponding separately to every separate stimulns which it recpiyps, 
through the nerve; and farther experiment,showa, that it it 
thus to keep time with the separate shocks, even though theaa <bv 
made to follow one another so rapidly as 1,000 per secqpd. . Th^t 
fore we. can have no, doubt that the alow rhythm of nine per. second 
under the influence of volitional stimulation, represents the rpte at 
which the muscle is receiviog so many separate impulses from , the 
brain!^ the muscle is keeping time with the molecular vibrations 
going on in the cerebral hemispheres at the rate of nine beats per 
second. Careful tracings show that this rate cannot be increased by 
increasing the strength of the volitional stimulus; but some indi¬ 
viduals—and those usually who are of quickest intelligence*—display 
a somewhat quicker rate of rhythm, which may be as high as eleven 
per second. Moreover, it is found that by etimidating with strychnine 
any of the centres of reflex action,*pretty nearly the same rate of 
rhythm 4^ exhibited by- the muscles thus thrown into contraction; 
so that all the nerve-cells in the body are thus shown to have in 
their vibrations pretty nearly the same period, and npt to be able to 
vibrate with any other. For no matter how rapidly the electrical 
shocks are allowed to play upon the grey matter of the cerebral 
hemispheres, as distinguished from the nerve-trunks proceeding from 
them to the muscles, the muscles always show the same^ rhythm of 
about nine beats per second: the nerve-cells, unli]^e the nerve-flbres, 
refuse to keep time with the electric shocks, and will only respond 
to them by vibrating at their own intrinsic rate of nine beats per 
second. 

Thus much, then, for the rate of molecular vibration which goes 
on in nerve-centres. But the rate of such vibration wfiich goes on 
in sensoiy and motor nerves may he very much more rapid. For - 
while a nerve-centre is only able to originate a vibration at the rate 
of about nine beats per second, a motor-nerve, as we have already 
seen, is able to transmit a vibration of at least 1,000 beats per second; 
and a sensory nerve which at the surface of its expansion is able to 
respond differently to differences of musical pitch,, of temperature, 
an^ even pf colour, is probably able to vibrate , very much more 
rapidly even than this. We are not, i|^eed, entitled to conclude. 
that the neiTves of special sense vibrate : in actual unison, or syn¬ 
chronize, with these .external sources of stimplation; but we are,}[ 
think, bound to conclude that they must vibrjite-ia some numeritnd 
pio^^ortion to them (else we should not perceive objective differences 
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lemperatare,or colour); and eve& itnpliM that (bey 
^ probably able to vibrate at some enomums rate; 

-* ‘Witk farther reference to these molecular movements in sensory 
nerves, ^e following impOTtant observation has been made—vi 2 .| that 
there is a constant ratio between the amount of agitation produced in 
sensory nerve, and the intensity of the corresponding sensation. 
This ratio jp not a direct one. As Fechner states it, Sensation 
varies, not as the stimulus, but as tbe logarithm of the stimulus." 
Thus, for instance, if 1,000 candles are all throwing their light upon 
the same screen, we should require ten more candles to be added 
before our eyes could perceive any difference in the amount of illu¬ 
mination. But if we begin with only 100 candles shining upon tbe 
screen, we should perceive an increase in the illumination by aiding 
a single candle. And what is true of sight is equally true of all tbe 
other senses: if any stimulus is iuoreased, the smallest increase of 
sensation first occurs when the Btimqjjius rises one per cent above its 
original intensity. Such being tbe law on tbe side of sensation, 
suppose that we place upon tbe optic nerve of an animal tbe 
wires proceeding from a delicate galvanometer, we find that every 
time we stimulate tbe eye with light, the needle of the galvano¬ 
meter moves, showing electrical changes going on in tb^ nerve, 
caused by the molecular agitations. Now these electrical changes 
are found to vary in intensity with tbe intensity of the light used 
as a stimulus, and they do so very nearly in accordance with the 
law of sensation just mentioned. So we say that in sensation the 
cerebral hemispheres ere, as it were, acting the part of galvanometers 
in appreciating the amount of molecular change which is going ou 
in sensory nerves; ^and that they record their readings in the mind 
as faithfully as a galvanometer records its readings on the dial. 

Hitherto we hare been considering certain features in the physio¬ 
logy of nervous action, so far as this can be appreciated by means 
of physiological instruments. But we have just seen that the 
•cerebral hemispheres may themselves bo regarded as ^licb instra- 
•ments, which record in our minds their readings of changes going 
<ou in our nerves. Hence, when other physiological instruments fail 
us, we may gain much additional insight touching the movements of 
nervous matter by attending to tbe thoughts and feelings of our 
Qwn minds; for these are so many indices of what, is going on in the . 
c^ebral hemispheres. I therefore propose next to contemplate the 
mind, considered thus as a^ysiologioal instrument. 

The same scientific instinct which led Hobbes so truly to antici¬ 
pate the progress of physiology, led him not less truly to anriqipate 
the progress of psychology, For just as he was the first to enandate 
the fundaffifcntal principle of n«rve-lM!tion in the vibration of mole- 



culai, j«r jras Jie likewMft tlia 
principle of p87cli9log7 in the a«M)o»tion of idettu 
advance of knowledge which' hat been made since hhr dlij^with 
reipect to both these principlesj entitles ns to be mnohinbrebonfidi^t 
>han even he was t^t they are in some way intimatdy united. 
Moreover, the manner in whidi they are so united we have begnh, 
clearly to understand. For we know from our study of ^ei^e^acHoln 
in general, that when once A wave of invisible or molecular mtyve- 
ment passes through any line of nerve-structure, it leaves behind' it 
a change in the structure such that it is afterwards more easy for a 
similar wave, when started from the same point, to pursue the same 
course. Or, to adopt a simile from Hobbes, just as water upon a 
table flows inost readily in the lines which have beetb wetted by a 
previous flow, so the invisible waves of nerve-action pass most readily 
in the lines of a previous passage. - This ’ is the reason why in any 
exercise requiring muscular co-ordination, or dexterity, “ practice 
makes perfect: ** the nerve-centres concerned learn to perform their 
work by frequently repeating it, because in this way the needful 
lines of wave-movement in the structure of the nerve-centre are 
rendered more and more permeable by use. Now we have seen that 
in the nerve-centres called the cerebral hemispheres, wave-movement 
of this kind is accompanied with feeling. Changes of consciousness 
follow step by step these waves of movexqent in the brain, and 
therefore when on two successive occasions the waves of movement 
pursue the same pathway in the brain, they are attended with a 
auccession of the same ideas in the' mind. Thus we see that the 
tendency of ideas to redur in the same order as that- in which they 
have previously occurred, is merely an obverse ei^ression of the fa^ 
that lines of wave-movement in the brain become more and more 
permeable by use. So it comes that a child can learn its lessons by 
frequently repeating them; so it is that all our knowledge is accu¬ 
mulated ; and so it is that all our thinking is conducted. * 

A wholly new field of inquiry is thus opened up. fiy using our 
own consciousness as a physiological instrument of the greatest 
delicacy, we are able to learn a great .deal about the dynamics of 
braia-action coucerning which we should otherwise remaid in total 
ignorance. But the field of inquiry thus opened up is too lar^ fbr 
me to enter upon to-day. I will therefore merely observe, in general 
terms, that although we are still very far from understanding the 
operations of the brmn in thought, there can be n<> longer any ques¬ 
tion that in these operations of the brain we have what I may term 
the objective machinery of thought. ** Not every thought to every 
thought succeeds indifferently," said Hobbes. Starting from this 
iaet, moAiatn physiology has dearly shown why it is a fact; and 
looking to the astonishing rate at which the science of physiology-is 
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ncnf <adTjBnciDg^ I think we may fairly ex^ct, tW within a time less 
remote than the two centuries which now separate us from Hobbes, 
the course of ideas in a given train of thought will admit of having 
its footsteps tracked in the corresponding pathways of the brain. 
3e this, however, as it may, even now we know enough to say thaV 
^whether or not these footsteps will ever admit of being thus tracked 
in detail, they arc all certainly present in the cerebral structures of 
each one of us, What we know on %he side of mind as logical 
sequence, is on the side of the nervous system nothing more than a 
passage of nervous energy through one series of cells and fibres 
rather than through another: what we recognize as truth is merely 
the fact of the brain vibrating in tune with Nature. 

Such being the intimate relation between nerve-action and mind- 
action, it has become the scientifically orthodox teaching that the 
two stand ^o one another in the relation of cause to effect. One 
of^tjie most distinguished of my predecessors in this place, the Presi- 
' dent of the Koyal Society, has said in one of the most celebrated of 
his lectures :—We have as much reason for regarding the mode of 
motion of the nervous system as the cause of the state of conscious¬ 
ness, as we have for regarding any event as the cause of another.'* 
And, by way of perfectly logical deduction from this statement. 
Professor Huxley arguq^ that thought and feeling have nothing 
whatever to do with determining action ; they are merely the bye- 
products of cerebration, or, as he expresses it, the indices of changes 
which are going on in the brain. Under this view we are all what 
he terms conscious automata, or machines which happen, as* it were 
by chance, to be conscious of some of their own movements. But 
the consciousness is altogether adventitious, and bears the same 
ineffectual relation to the activity of the brain as a steam-whistlp 
bears to the activity of a locomotive, or the striking of a clock to 
the *time-keeping adjustments of the clock-work. Here, again, we 
meet with an echo of Hobbes, who opens hU work the Com¬ 
monwealth with these words :— 

** Nature, the art whereby God hath made and governs the world, is by the 
art ofmnn, as in many other things, in this also imitated, that it can make 
an artilicial animal. For seeing life is but.a motion of.limbs, Ihe beginning 
whereof is in the principal part within; why may we not say, that all auto¬ 
mata (engines that move themselves by springs and wheels as doth a watch), 
have an artificial life ? For what is the heartf but a tpring; and the nervent 
but so many strings ; and the joints, but so many wheels, giving motion to 
the whole body, such as was intepded by the artificer ? ” 

Npw, this theory of conscious automatism is not merely a* legiti¬ 
mate outcome of the theory that nervous changes are th^ causes of 
meats] phanges, but it is logically the only possible outcome. Nor 
do I see wy way in vhich this theory can be fought on gronfida of 
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pbysiolo^. If we peiraiet ifi'^regtuidiiDif' 
and thou^t exclusively from a phydOloglM point of 
of necessity be materialists. * Purther^ sd far as we are pbySxblo’^ts 
ourmateriaHsm can do us no barm. On tbe contrary^ it is to ta of 
the utmost service, as at once the simplest pbyriological ^explanation 
of facts already known, and the best working hypothesis to guide U8» 
in onr further researches. But it does not follow from*this that the 
theory of materialism is true. The bells of St, Mary's over the Way 
always ring for a quarter of an hour before the University sermon; 
yet the ringing of the bells is not the cause of the Sermon, alrikmgb; 
as long as the association remains constant, there would be no harm 
in assuming, for any practical purposes, that it is so. But just as we 
should be wrong in concluding, if we did not happen to know so 
much about the matter as we do know, that the University sermon is 
produced by the vibration of bells in the tower of St. Mary's Church, 
so we may be similarly wrong if we were definitely to conclude that 
the sermon is produced by the vibration of a number of little nerve- 
cclls in the brain of the preacher. 

Now, if time permitted, and if I supposed that you would all care 
to go with me into matters of some abstruseness, 1. could certainly 
prove that whatever the connection between body and mind may be, 
wo have the best possible reasons for concluding that it is not a 
eausal connection. These reasons are, of course, extra-physiological; 
but they are not on this account less conclusive. Within the limits 
of a lecture, however, I can only undertake to give an outline sketch 
of what I take to be the overwhelming argument against materialism. 

We have first the general fact that all our knowledge of motion, 
and so of matter, is merely a knowledge of the nwdifications of mind. 
That is to say, all our knowledge of the external world—including 
the knowledge of our own brains—is merely a knowledge of our own 
mental states. Let it be Observed that we do not even require to 
go so far as the irrefutable position of Berkeley, that th^ existence of 
an external world without the medium of mind, or of being without 
knowing, is inconceivable. It is enough tp take our stand on a lower 
level of abstraction, and to say that whether or not an exterUal 
world can exist apart from mind in any pbsolute or inconceivable 
sense, at any rate it cannot do so for ua. We cannot think any of 
the facts of external nature without presupposing the existence of a 
mind which thinks them; and therefore, so far at least as we are 
concerned, mind is necessarily prior to everything else. It is for us 
the only mode of existence which is real in its own right; and to it, 
as to a* standard, all other modes of existence which may be inferred 
must he referred. Therefore, if we say that mind is a function of 
motion, we are only saying, in somewhat confused terminology, that 
mind is a function ot itself. 
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Sach, then, I take to be a general refutation of materialiam. To 
use but a mild epitheti we must coUclude that the theor 7 is nnphilo- 
BOphical, seeing that it assumes one thing to be produced by another 
tldng, in spite of an obvious demonstration that the alleged effect is 
necessarily prior to its cause. Such, I say, is a general refutation of 
materialism. But this is far from being all. " Motion,'' says 
Hobbes, “ produccth nothing but motion; ** and yet he immediately 
proceeds to assume that in the case of the brain it produces, not only 
motion, but mind. He was perfectly right in saying that with 
respect to its movements the animal body resembles an engine or a 
watch; and if he had been acquainted with the products of higher 
evolution in watch-making, he might with full propriety have argued, 
for instance,'that in the compensating balance, whereby a watch adjusts 
its own movements in adaptation to external changes of temperature, a 
watch is exhibiting the mechanical aspect of volition. And, similarly, 
it is perhaps possible to conceive that the principles of mechanism 
might be more and more extended in their effects, until, in so mar¬ 
vellously perfected a structure as the human brain, all the voluntary 
movements of the body might be originated in the same mechanical 
manner as arc the compensating movements of a watch; for this, 
indeed, as we have seen, is no more than happens in the case of all 
the nerve-centres other than the cerebral hemispheres. If this were 
so, motion would be producing nothing but motion, and upon the^ 
subject of brain-action there would be nothing further to say. With¬ 
out Consciousness I should be delivering this lecture; without con¬ 
sciousness you would be hearing it; and all the busy brains in this 
University would be conducting their researches, or preparing for 
their examinations,*^mindlessly. Strange as such a state of things 
might be, still motion would be producing nothing but motion; and, 
therefore, if there were any mind to contemplate the facts, it would 
encounter no philosopliical paradox : it would merely have to con¬ 
clude that such were the astonishing possibilities of mechanism. But, 
as the facts actually stand, we find that this is not th^^case. We 
hnd, indeed, that up to a certain level of complexity mechanism alone 
is able to perform all the compensations or adjustments which are 
performed by the animal body; but we also dud that beyond this 
level such compensations or adjustments are never performed without 
the intervention of consciousness. Therefore, the theory of automa¬ 
tism has to meet the unanswerable question—How is it that 
in the machinery of the brain motion produces this something 
wliich is not motion? Science has now definitely provgd the 
correlation of all the forces; and this means that if any kind of 
motion could produce anything else that is not motion, it would be 
producing that which science would be bound to regard as in the 
strictest sense of the word a miracle. Therefore, if we are to take 



our stand upou Bcienfie-—ftnd - tli» is what matwiaUim professed to do 
—we aie lo^cally bound to conclude, uot merelf that the evidence 
of causation from body to mind is uot so cogent as that o£ causation 
in any other case, but that in this particular case causation be 
proved^ again in the stdcteat sense of the tenoi a physical impossibility. 

To adduce only one other consideration. Apart from, all that.I« 
have said, is it not in itself a strikingly suggestive faot that con¬ 
sciousness only, yet always, appeals upon the scene when the adjustive 
actions of any animal body rise above the certain level of intricacy 
to which I have alluded ? Surely this large and general fact points 
with irresistible force to the conclusion, that in the performance of 
these more complex adjustments, consciousness—or the power of 
feeling and the power of willing—is of some use. Assuredly on the 
principles of evolution, which materialists at all events cannot afford 
to disregard, it would be a wholly anomalous fact that so wide and 
important a class of faculties as those of mind should have become 
developed in constantly ascending degrees throughout the- animal 
kingdom, if they were entirely without use to animals. And, be it 
observed, this consideration bolds good whatever views we may happen 
to entertain upon the special theory of natural selection. For the 
consideration stands upon the general fact that all the organs and 
functions of animals are of use to animals: we never meet, on any 
large or general scale, with organs and functions which are wholly 
adventitious. Is it to he supposed that this general principle fails 
just where its presence is most required, and that the highest func¬ 
tions of the highest organs of the highest animals stand out of 
analogy with all other functions in being themselves functionless ? 
To this question I, for one, can only answer, and answer unequivocally, 
No. As a rational being who waits to take a wider view of the facts 
than that which is open to the one line of research pursued by the 
physiologist, 1 am forced to cod elude that not without a reason does 
mind exist in the frame of things; and that apart froiq the activity 
of mind, whereby XQotion is related to that which is not motion, this 
planet could never have held the wonderfql being, who in multiply¬ 
ing has replenished the earth and subdued it—holding dominion 
over the fish of the sea, aud over the fowl of the air, and over every. 
living thing that moveth. 

What, then, shall we say touching this mysterious union of minjl 
and motion? 'Having found it physically impossible that there 
should he a causal connection proceeding from motion to mind, shall 
we try to reverse the terms, and suppose a causal connection proceed¬ 
ing from mind to motion ? This is the oldest and still the' most 
popuiar theory—the theory of spiritualism. And, no doubt, in one 
important respect it is less uuphiLosophical than the opposite theory 
of materialism. For spiritualism supposes the causation to proceed 
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from that which is the source of our idea of cauBalii 7 *-rtbe mind: 
not from that into which this idea has been read-^the brain. There¬ 
fore, if causation were to be accepted as a possibility either way/it 
would be less uureasonable to suppose mental changes the causes of 
material changes than vice versd; for we should then at least be 
, starting from the basis of immediate knowledge, instead of from the 
reflection of that knowledge in what we Call the external world. 
Seeing that the external world is known to us only as motion, it is 
logically impossible for the mind to infer its own causation from the 
external world; for this would be to infer that it is an effect of 
motion, which would be the same as saying that it is an effect of its 
own knowledge; and this would be absurd. But, on the other band, 
it is not thus logically impossible for the -mind to infer that it may 
be the cause of some of its own knowledge, or, in other words, that 
it may have in some measure the power of producing what it knows 
as motion. And when the mind does infer this, no logic on earth 
is able to touch the inference; the position of pure idealism is beyond 
the reach of argument. Nevertheless, it is opposed to the whole 
momentum of science. For if mind is supposed, on no matter how 
small a scale, to be a cause of motion, the fundamental axiom of 
science is impugned. This fundamental axiom is that energy can 
neither be created nor. destroyed—that just as motion can produce 
nothing but motion, so, conversely, motion can be produced by 
nothing but motion. Begarded, therefore, from the standpoint of 
physical science, the theory of spiritualism is iu precisely the same 
case as the theory of materialism: that is to say, if the supposed 
causation takes place, it can only be supposed to do so by way of 
miracle. • 

And this is a conclusion which the more clear-sighted of the 
idealists have expressly recognized. That subtle and most enter¬ 
taining thinker, for example, the late Professor Green of Oxford, 
has %aid that the self-conscious volition of man does not consist in 
a series of natural events, .... is not, natural in ordinary 
sense of that term; not natural at any rate in any sense in which 
naturalness would imply its determination by antecedent events, or 
by conditions of which it is not itself the source." 

Thus the theory of spiritualism, although not directly refutable by 
any process of logic, is certainly enfeebled by its collision with the 
instincts of physical scieuca In necessarily holding the facts of 
consciousness and volition super-natural, extra-natural, or non-natural, 
the theory is opposed to the principle of continuity. 

SjSritualism being thus unsatisfactory, and materialism impossible, 
is there yet any third hypothesis in which we may hope to find intel¬ 
lectual rest ? In my opinion there is. If we unite in a higher 
synthesis 'the elements both of spiritualism and of materialiBin, ,we 
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obtftitt'a product vbitifa satires every fact o£fe^og^ da tbe oneibaud/ 
and of obBcrration on the otber. Tbd manner in vhiob tibia ayntbm 
may be effected ia perfectly aimple. We bare only to auppoae that- 
the antitbeaia between mind and motion—anbject and ol]|)ect-ris 
itself phenomenal or apparent: not absolute or real. We hare only 
to suppose that the seeming duality is relative to our modea of 
apprehension; and^ th^fore, that any change taking place in the 
mind| and any corresponding change taking place in the braio^ are 
really not two changes^ biit one change. When a violin is played 
upon we hear a musical sound, and at the same time we see a vibra¬ 
tion of the strings. Belatively to our consciousnessj therefore, we 
have here two sets of changes, which appear to be very different in 
kind; yet wo know that in an absolute sense they are one and the 
same: we know that the diversity in consciousness is created only 
by the difference iu our modes of perceiving the same event—whether 
we see or whether we hear the vibration of the strings. .Similurly^ 
we may suppose that a vibration of nerve-strings and a process of 
thought are really one and the same event, which is dual or diverse 
only in relation to our modes of perceiving it. 

The great advantage of this theory is that it supposes only one stream 
of causation, in which both mind and motion are simultaneously 
concerned. The theory, therefore, escapes all the difficulties and 
contradictions with which both spiritualism and materialism are beset. 
Thus, motion is supposed to be producing nothing but motion; mind- 
ebanges nothing but miud-changes: both producing both simul¬ 
taneously, neither could be what it is without the other, because 
without the other neither could be the cause which in fact it is. 
Impossible, therefore, is the supposition of the materialist that con¬ 
sciousness is adventitious, or that, in the absence of mind changes 
of brain could be what they are; for it belongs to the very 
causation of these changes that they should have a mental side. 
The use of mind to animals is thus rendered apparent; for intelligent 
volition is thus shown to be a true cause of adjustive movement, in 
that the cerebration which it involves could^not otherwise be possible; 
the causation would not otherwise be complete. 

A simple illustration may serve at once to render this doctrine 
more easily intelligible, and to show that, if accepted, the doctrine, 
as it appears to me, terminates the otherwise interminable controversy 
on the freedom of the will. 

In an Edison lamp the light which is emitted from the burner 
may be said indifferently to be caused by the number of vibrations 
per second going on in the carbon, or by the temperature of the 
carbon; for this rate of vibration could not take ]dace in the carbon 
without* constituting that degree of temperature which affects our 
eyes as luminous. Similarly, a train of thought may be said indif- 
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'fmntly to be caused by brain-octiou or. by miud-aotiou; for, esc 
h^thesi, the one could not take place without the other. Kow, 
when we contemplate the phenomena of volition by themselves, it 
is as though we were contemplating the phenomena of light by them¬ 
selves : volition is produced by mind in brain, just as light is pro- 
, duced by temperature in carbon. And just as we may correctly 
speak of light as the cause, say, of a photograph, so we may correctly 
speak of volition as the cause of bodily movement. That particular 
kind of physical activity which takes pjace^ in the carbon could not 
take place without the light which causes a photograph; and, similarly, 
that particular kind of physical activity which takes place in the 
brain could not take place without the volition whicU causes a 
bodily movement. So that volition is as truly a cause of bodily 
movement as js the physical activity of the brain; seeing that, in an 
absolute sense, the cause is one and the same. But if we once 
clearly perceive that what in a relative sense we know as volition is, 
in a similar sense, the cause of bodily movement, we terminate the 
question touching the freedom of the will. For this question in its 
last resort—and apart from the ambiguity which has been thrown 
around it by some of our metaphysicians—is merely the question 
whether the will is to be regarded as a cause in Nature. And the 
theory which we have now before us sanctions the doctrine that it 
may be so regarded, if only we remember that its causal activity 
depends upon its identity with the obverse aspect known as cerebra¬ 
tion, without which identity in apparent duality neither volition nor 
cerebration could he the cause which in fact they are. It thus becomes 
a mere matter of phraseology whether we speak of the will deter¬ 
mining, or being determined by, changes going on in the external 
world; just as it is but a matter of phraseology whether we speak of 
temperature determiniug, or being determined by, molecular vibration. 
All the requirements alike of the free-will and of the bond-will 
hypotheses ^are thus satisfied by a synthesis which comprises them 
both. On the one hand, it would be as impossible for yp unconscious 
automaton to do the work or ta perform the adjustments of a con¬ 
scious agent, as it would be for an Edison lamp to give out light 
and cause a photograph when not heated by an electric current. On 
the other hand, it would be as impossible for the will to originate 
bodily movement without the occurrence of a strictly physical process 
of cerebration, as it would he for light to shine in an Edison lamp 
which had been deprived of its carbon-burner. 

It may be said of this theory that it is highly speculative, not 
verifiable by any possible experiment, and therefore at best is but a 
mere guess. All which is, no doubt, perfectly true;, but, on the 
other hand, we must remember that this theory comes to us aa the 
only one which is logically possible^ and at the same time C 014 - 
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petent to utiAfy tb6 facts alike of the ontel^aAfl of the' Inn^ imtid. ' 
It is 0 speculation in the sense of not being veififiable by experiment j' 
bat'it has mneh more value than ordinarily attaches to an nnveri- 
iiable speculation, in that there is really no alternative’hypothesis to 
be considered; if we choose to call it a guess, tre must at the same 
time remember it is a guess where it does not appear that any other 
is open. Once more to quote Hobbes, who, as we have^seeli, wan 
himself a remarkable instance of what be here says; '*The best 
prophet naturally is the best guesser; and the best gnesser, he that 
is most versed and studied in the matters he guesses at.” In this 
case, therefore, the best prophet is not the physiologist, whoso guess 
ends in materialism; nor the purely mental philosopher, whose guess 
ends in spiritualism; but rather the man who, being versed and 
studied in all the facts appertaining to both sides of the matter, ends 
in the only alternative guess which remains open. And if that most 
troublesome individual, the ‘‘plain man” of Locke, should say it 
seems at least opposed to common sense to suppose that there is 
anything in a burning candle or a rolling billiard-ball substantially 
the same as mind, the answer iA that if he could look into my 
brain at this moment he would see nothing there but motion of 
molecules, or motion of masses; and apart from the accident of my 
being able to tell him so, his " common sense” couM never have 
divined that these motions in my brain are concerned in the genesis 
of my spoken thoughts. 

It is obvious that from this hypothesis to the substantial 
identity of mind and motion, two important questions arise; and I 
feel that some reference to these questions is in present circumstances 
forced upon me, because they have both been considered in precisely 
the same connection by one of the most powerful intellects that was 
ever sent out into the world by this University. I mean the late 
Professor Clifford. As my. intimate and valued friend, J desire ^to 
mention h|s name in this place with all the affection, as well as 
with all the admiration, to which I well know it is so fully entitled; 
and if I appear to mention' him only in order to disagree with him, 
this is only because 1 know equally well that in his large and 
magnanimous thought differences of philosophical opinion were 
never felt to weaken the bonds of friendship. 

In bis well-known lecture on Body and Mind, -Professor 
Clifford adopted the hypothesis of identity which we are now 
considering, and from it was led to the conclusion that if in the 
case, of cerebral processes motion is one with mind, the same must 
be true of motion wherever it occurs; or, as he expressed it sub¬ 
sequently, the whole universe must be made of mind-stuff. But in 
hw riew, idthough matter in motion presents what may be termed 
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the raw mat^al of mind, it is only 'in the highly elaborated oon- 
stitntion of the human brain that this i^w material is snffidehtly 
wrought up to yield a self-conscious personality. Hence the 
dissolution of a human brain implies the dissolution of a human 
mind; and hence also the universe, although entirely composed of 
mind-stuff, is itself mindless. Now, all I have to say about these 
two deductions is this—they do not necessarily follow from the 
theory which is before us. In holding that the mind of man 
perishes with his body, and that above the mind of man there is no 
othef, Clifford may have been right, or may have been wrong. I 
am not here to discuss at length any questions of such supreme 
importance. But I feel that 1 am here to insist upon the One 
point which is immediately connected with my subject; and this is, 
that whether or not Clifford was right in his conclusions, these 
conclusions 'Certainly did not follow by way of any logical sequence 
from his premises. ' Because within the limits of human experience 
mind is only known as associated with brain, it clearly does not 
follow that mind cannot exist in any other mode. It does not even 
follow that any probability upon this matter can be thus established. 
The basis of analogy on which Clifford sought to rear an inference 
of cosmical extent, was restricted to the one instance of mind as 
known'upon one planet; and, therefore, it is hard to imagine a 
more precarious use of that precarious method which is called by 
logicians simple enumeration. Indeed, even for what it is worth, 
the inference may be pointed with quite as much effect in precisely 
the opposite direction. For we hffve seen how little it is that we 
understand of the one mode in which we certainly know that mind 
does exist; and if from this little we feel impelled to conclude that 
there is a mpde of mind which is not restricted to brain, but co-extensive 
with motion, is con-substantial and co-eternal with all that was, and 
is, and is to come; hare wc not at least a suggestion, that high as 
the heavens are above the earth, so high above our thoughts may be 
the thoughts of such a mind as this ? ’ I offer no opipion upon the 
question whether the general order of Nature does nbc require some 
one explanatory cause; nor upon the question whether the mind of 
man itself does not point to something kindred in the self-existing 
origin of things. I am not concerned to ai^ue 4ny< point upon which 
I feel that opinions may legitimately differ. I am only concerned to 
show that, in so far as any deductions can be drawn from the theory 
which is before us, they make at least as much against as in 
favour of the cosmical conclusions arrived at by Clifford; 

On February 17, in the year 1600, when the streets of Borne 
were thronged with pilgrims from all the quarters of Christenddm> 
while no less than fifty cardinals were congregated for the Jubilee; 
into riia densely crowded Campo di Fiori a man was led to stake, 
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irhiirey " lUent and ■elf-iurtais^;^ J> 4 ^ve,,thfi of 
perished in the flames. That W the death of a martyrf'it 
was met yolnntarilj in attestatioa of triith. But most noble of idl 
the noUe army to which he belooged, the name of that man Is 
written large in history^ as the name of one who had fortitude to 
die^ not in the cause of rieligious belief^ but in that of scientific 
conviction. For why did Bruno suffer? He suffered,.as we idl 
know, because he refused to recant his persuasion of the truth of the 
Copernican theory. Why, then, do 1 adduce the name of Bruno at 
the close of this lecture ? I do so because, as far as I have been 
able to ascertain, be was the first clearly to enunciate the monistic 
theory of things to which the consideration of my subject has con¬ 
ducted ns. ^is theory—or that as to the substantial identity of 
mind and motion—was afterwards espoused, in different guises, by 
sundry other writers; but to Bruno belongs the merit of its original 
publication, and it was partly for his adherence to this publication that 
he died. To this day Bruno is ordinarily termed a pantheist, and his 
theory, which in the light of much fuller knowledge I am advocating, 
Pantheism. 1 do not care to consider a difference of terms, where 
the only distinction resides in so unintelligible an idea as that of the 
creation of substance. It is more to the purpose to observe that in 
the mind of its first originator—and this a mind which was suffi¬ 
ciently clear in its thought to die for its perception of astronomical 
truth—^the theory of Pantheism was but a sublime extension of the 
then contracted views of Theism. And 1 think that we of to-day, 
when we look to the teaching of this martyr of science, will find 
that in his theory alone do we meet with what I may term a phi¬ 
losophically adequate conception of Deity. If the advance of natural 
science is now steadily leading us to the conclusion that there is no 
motion without mind, must we not see hotr the independent con¬ 
clusion of mental science is thus independently confirmed—tbe 
conclusion, I mean, that there is no being without knowing ? To me, 
at least, it does appear that the time has come when we may begin, 
as it were in a dawning light, to see that the study of Nature and 
the study of Mind are meeting upon this greatest of possible truths. 
And if’this is* the case—if there is no motion without mind, no 
being without knowing—shall we infer, with Clifford, that univenal 
being is mindless, or answer with' a dogmatic negative that most 
stupendous of questions—Is there knowledge with the Most High ? 
If there.is no motion without mind, no being without knowing, may 
We not rather infer, with Bruno, that it is in the medium of mind, 
and in the medium of knowledge, we live, and move, and have our 
being ? 

. This, I think, is the direction in which the inference points, if we 
are t^refhl to set the logical conditions with complete impartially. 
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But the ulterior qu^tion remains, whether, so far as science is con- 
ciemed, it is hete possible to point any inference at all; the whole 
orbit of human knowledge may be too narrow to afford a parallax for 
measurements so vast. Yet even here, if it be true that the voice 
of science must thus of necessity speak the language of agnosticism, 
at least let us see to it that the language is pure; let us not tolerate 
any barbarisms introduced from the side of aggressive dogma. So 
shall we ^nd that this new grammar of thought does not admit of 
any ronstructions radically opposed to more venerable ways of 
thinking; even if we do not find that the often-quoted words of its 
earliest formulator apply with special force to its latest dialects—that 
if a little knowledge of physiology and a little knowledge of psycho¬ 
logy dispose men to atheism, a deeper knowledge of both, and, still 
more, a deeper thought upon their relations to one another, will lead 
men back to some form of religion, which, if it be more vague, may 
also be more worthy than that of earlier days. 

** JJJ" * beauteous evening, calm and free j 
The holy time » quiet as a nun, 

Breathless with adoration ; the broad sun 
u sinking dowi in its tranquillity j 
The gentleness of heaven is on the sea: 

Listen ! the mighty being is awake, 

And noth with his eternal motion make 
A sound like thunder, everlastingly.'* 


George J, Bouanes. 



RUS m URBE, OR GARDENING* JN 

LONDON. 


1. PREJUDICE. 

T he London garden is, I know, a joke with country cousins. 
One lilac bush that never blooms and an earwig 1" say they. 
Or Half a plane tree and some groundsel." Good 1 but the 
earth that will support a plane tree will support something else. 
" Nay ! " cries the country cousin, who does not know so very much 
about gardens although she dwells in the midst of one, " nothing 
will grow in London : the air, the soil, the soQt are impossible. Try 
it!" she winds up triumphantly: and perhaps a couple of failures 
with some cheap seed or other that we have artlessly shoved into 
some sticky mould, seem to countenance her. We* ** give it up," and 
cheerily agree that ** Nothing will grow." 

But this is not true: so far from true indeed, that 1 have seen 
many a little London garden outshine the country cousin's in point 
of colour—ay, and neatness too. Some plants will no/'grow in 
London (high-class roses for instance), but a great number will gvow 
and thrive splendidly. Still the poverty of the atmos^ere neces¬ 
sitates rather more care and trouble in planting and pruning than 
in the country. The soil is manageable, by paying fur it—the air 
is not: and we must make up by the richness of the one for the 
shortcomings of the other. And as for soot, it is so far from being 
radically bad for the soil, that in the country soot is often dug into 
the earth for flower beds. It is like most other things, only injuri- 
ous when there is too much of it. 

No doubt people take far more interest in the fronts of their 
London houses than they did ten years ago, whatever they may do 
with their backs, and the splendid creepers that clothe certain 
facades in town are a standing answer to our country cousin's gibes, 
though they are often grey with dust, and by no means tended as 
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ihtj should be. Green draperies of Virginian creeper give abso¬ 
lutely no trouble, and are always beautifbl: the common ivy and 
vine, wistaria, cauariensis, crattegns pyracantha, hops, in some 
aspects, magnolia and passion dower, and clematis and white jas¬ 
mine everywhere, warmly second our slightest efforts, and are a 
pleasure both to ourselves and the passer-by, who has little enough 
to beguile the tedium of a march through our “better-class" streets. 


II. DIRT. 

But we ought to take intelligent care of our creepers if we have 
them, and not leave them to the tender mercies of aphids, caterpillars, 
and spiders. It is wonderful how dingy a healthy creeper gets in 
smoky London, so much so, that I have sometimes passed an ivy- 
dad house in a narrow street a hundred times without noticing the 
ivy. 

A black brick space with or without black leaves upon it is still 
only black. Wo ourselves should be equally Ethiopian if we never 
washed our faces. And if we want our mantling creepers to be any¬ 
thing but so many distributed dust-bins, we ought to wash their 
faces, the oftener the better, with a strong hose, as we dust our 
rooms and brush our coats. This would keep off caterpillars and 
the other creatures that gnaw the leaves and invade the bedrooms. 

It is sad to see the common jasmine, with its dainty stars of 
fragrant snow, decked with soot till they look more grey than white, 
while its fernlike foliage is simply too black to touch. The texture 
of plants is wholly lost if they are not kept clean, the tiny pores get 
choked, and they die of “ congestion of the lungs." A wistaria hung 
with great blue trusses of bloom is a mere disfigurement, if its 
colours are hardly distinguishable. But the remedy is in our own 
hands. 

* , 111.' SPACE, 

I have long wished to say a serious word about LondoL^gardens, 
which exist as simple spaces in London in far greater numbers than 
many people suppose, and sometimes cover a very respectable area in 
square feet. In St. John's Wood, Chelsea, and Bayswater, of course, 
there are still handsome old gardens containing an acre or so 
a-piece, full of fine timber and good plants, and wherein orchid 
houses produce as good results as anywhere in England. But in 
the heart of Tybumia, Mayfair, and “ the City," there are also many 
vacant plots meant for gardens, forgotten, hardly known of even by 
their owners, packed with a good depth of soil. 

There are also broad spaces occupied by leads, with which nothing 
as a rule ii; done; meantime the tenants complain of "waste^of 
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demolidiQd tacreate ftwf .. ., 

The apaoea are there, were the^ oply mQgi9^« and be Ifjd 
oat in pretty gerdeas, one to each honse^ or a recreation gro^ 
eonunon to all the residenti, in many a faihiohable old "eqaarp^^ 
which refGuee to throw open the central garden to the children of the 
poor—and very properly, I think as a mother, whilst there are no * 
back gardens to the houses; for high-wrought rich child^ require 
an outlet from the prim nursery as much as poor children from the 
fever-den—and the classes cannot mix whilst the habits of the poor 
remain uncleanly. The fleas in the grass alone forbid that 

What is more precious thau a good space between our streets apd 
between house aud house ? . In Maryleboue, for instance, the spaces 
are often considerable, whether vacant or partly occupied by stableif 


IV. LEADS. 

Mieua vaut peu de chose que Hen, aud if we have nothing hut broad 
leads, they are of infinite value, the very lungs of crowded quarters. 
But more often than not, this precious space, close to open doors and 
windows, is rendered positively malarious by neglect. We trust to 
the rain to clear our leads of evil germs. The gardenia the cemetery 
of mice and kittens. The earth sours and agglutinates under the 
fogs and bad gases. The very chimneys are not blacker than 
Mayfair leads. Who could sleep in a bedroom that never was 
dusted—who could eat in a kitdien that never was cleaned ? The 
very air would be unwholesome, and none would cry shame sooner 
than those whose back premises are worst kept. 

There is absolutely no reason why leads ahoidd not be scoured, 
whitened or reddened like the front steps, tiled prettily, railed 
round, shaded ^ith canvas, carpeted in fine weather, and rendered 
as good a feature of the house as any verandah. There is ^ no 
adequate reason why leads should not be covered with boxes, grottoes, 
rockeries for plants, or even laid out with a made soil for a regular 
garden. If you care nothing for beauty, 'at least remember that 
plants are sanitary ministers that once appointed never neglect their 
work. 

Although outer air introduced between houses and roads by 
outlying loads and back-yards is of inestimable valuej vegetation is 
the best atmoipbeno purifier. 

4 

* 

V. HEALTH. 

•f I 

Nothing ia more wondrous than the joint and balanced action of 
anipml and vegetable life, mutually providing sustenance for ona 

VOL, XLVIII. H 
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another. Plants exist by inhaling; carbonic acid gas, and ^ye off 
. biy^^;as reftiBe. Human lungs^ on contrary, oxygen 

and give off carbonic acid gas as refuse. Science shQws 'ns that 
plante seem to possess a power of producing cold analogous to the 
pbwer of animus in producing heat, and the coolness of groves is 
' owing not only to shade but to the transpiration of moisture by the 
• innumerable growing leaves. 

^ Plants again are fed by the refuse of animals, in excrement and 
decomposition by death. Animals feed on the - vegetables. The 
wondrous chemistry of Nature thus makes the animal and vegetable 
worlds actually dependent on each other; and they are always allied 
with mutual benefit. 

A pretty and amusing proof of these, facts is seen in the old- 
fashioned Vivarium, in which snails, newts, and other little " beasts 
may be observed living amid certain weeds and growths in water 
hermetically sealed against the outer air; each creature subsisting 
upon the other’s ** leavings.’^ 

The crowded slum receives refreshed air from every tree, creeper, 
and little window plant that we can introduce. The suffocating ball- 
rtiotn is relieved by every growing palm and fern that the florist 
supplies. How short-sighted is it, then, to neglect in the increasing 
heat and unhealthiness of town life in the '' season ” one easy means 
of improving the atmosphere as well as the appearance of town ! 

Instead of planting our leads, they are often merely concealed by 
ground glass as a hopeless eyesore,, and left totally uncared for; or 
built over, gnd the space destroyed that was meant to isolate the 
houses—an important safeguard in case of infectious diseases in the 
proximity. 

Instead of cultivating the little back garden, it is left to become 
a mere black hole of rotten slime and all uncleanness. Many modern 
builders omit any space* behind the bouse now that every foot of 
ground is worth money, and the tenant does not even know what he 
loses, whilst* paying annually higher in diminished vitality than he 
could ever pay for putting in the salutary flowers and bu^jbs. 


VI. HETHon. * 

And now for the question, what to do, supposing a miserable, 
walled-in, sooty place is discoverable behind your house. * 

The London parks, especially Battersea Park, show us what can 
be done with money, but it is a mistake to suppose that so vast an 
outlay in " bedding-out plants ** is necessary in o^er to have a bit of 
garden. Moreover the wide airy parks admit of exhibitions that cannot 
be exited, in a clbaed-in space. However, we must begin by a 
thorough renovation. 
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Hie first thing to do U to rtamore entir^lf tiip dank, eonri exhausted 
soil which clogs the beds in many nc^leolra tidnd^a ga|deiu, ' ^ 
Ten shillings will go a long way towards this. ' Go^ liefilbam 
and manure can be ordered through any respectable florist or store, 
and a shillingsworth of seeds, with a barrowful of gravel, will majm a 
decent scene of a dirty little wilderness. Tile edging is cheap. A, 
small fountain with a pipe laid on to a top cistern* costs little. 
Bockeries are easily got up. Turf itself cau be persuaded I , 
Any struggling, ^dead-alive creeper should be carefully detached, 
and the wall painted, whitewashed, or scraped behind it. This will 
dislodge an infinity of flies* eggs, worms, and pupss which will harm 
the creeper if not kill it ere long. Cleanliness is half the secret of 
success with a garden; and in the dry air of a town insects multiply 
with amazing celerity. Blight,’* thrip, strings of caterpillars, aphids, 

" honey-dew,*’ daddy-long-legs, and woodlice are all made unco^ort- 
able by the hose and paint-pot; common worms do little harm and 
enrich the earth—but they must not be confounded with the " un¬ 
speakable " slug and wire-worm I Every garden seat or other fix¬ 
ture should be shifted now and again, to anuoy the pests that take 
refuge under them. It is easy to become quite bloodthirsty when 
one has a garden, and this is a step in advance. Now as to planting. 

Many annuals grow as well in the worst air as the best; almost 
all smooth-leaved plants will thrive in London because the leaf resists 
the action of the sooty air. Still some positions are so bad that 
Seeds will actually not germinate, or will not grow beyond a few inches* 
height. In these cases kalf-ffrown plants transplanted with a little 
fresh soil will often succeed very well. And although the soot 
descending in blacks *’ day and night prevent^ the blossoms from 
remaining as clean and delicate as country flowers, yet sufficiently 
frequent treatment with the hose (fire minutes* work say twice a day) 
will keep them clean engugh to be a real pleasure to look at. 

The secret of success with flowers in London, indoors and oUt, is 
attention. Love them, keep them clean, watch them, and they will 
repay you with a gratitude almost human. 

Some London gardens are disagreeable to sit in because, having 
no protecting foliage, they are completely overlooked and very hot. 
Such gardens will often grow numerous flowers, pleasant to the eye. 
iOarly flowering shrubs, such as the delicious lilac, the flowering currant 
with its pink beauty, and sometimes the " pluie d*or ** (laburnum), 
and glorious rhododendrons will thrive. The aspidistra lurida, and 
marvel of Peru, flags, sunflowers, dahlias, and many more will stand 
heat and drought with perfect equanimity. Fig-trees, variegated 
laurels, the elegant sumach, and other fast growers may be planted 
to afford a little shade to tender roots. 

Perhaps, however, the commonest fault iu town gardens is not that 

H 2 
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tbey get too much aun, but that thcgr don't get enough. 
they are shaded by trees, which exhaust the eoili or by houses near, 
which check the free circulation of air. In either case a battle is 
ineritable with existing conditions; but if you have resolution enough 
to experiment, the victory is always to mind over matter, 

\ 

VIZ. TUBES. 

One thing must be said—if you are so fortunate as to possess a 
tree behind the bouse, do not let the local builder persuade you it is 
“ unhealthy." Whatever be the case in the country. We surely can¬ 
not have too many trees and bushes about us in the dry thin air of 
a city. All that transpires moisture in the air, and takes it from 
the ground, and absorbs bad gases is most precious, and the bare, 
proverbial " builder’s garden " is a mass of mistakes. 

Value your privilege! Spare the tree, woodman, douche it well, 
and as often as you can. Moisture prevents caterpillars, so apt to 
swarm in London gardens through the drought of the atmosphere 
laden with heat of many fires and many lungs. Wash the trunk 
often—say as often as the windows are cleaned in dry weather. The 
tree will thank you, spring and summer, with great bursting rosy 
buds and broad leaves that attract thrushes, blackbirds, cherry- 
choppers, starlings, dainty finches, rooks with their dreamy caw, 
robins, occasional wood pigeons, and even tomtits—even nightingales, 
divinest songsters, abound in St. John’s Wood gardens, and have 
been heard of in Chelsea. All these sweet birds, besides the clever, 
merry sparrow, will build in a Loudon tree. 

VIII. FLOWERS. 

Under its boughs you can easily have, not, indeed, very superfine 
turf, but plants that love shade, Sblomon's seal, foxgloves, musks, 
saxifrages, periwinkle, lilies of the valley, primroses, creeping Jepny, 
London pride, wild hyacinths, dafibdils, hardy geraniums, calceo¬ 
larias (acclimatized), all sorts of ferns and stonecropa,' &c. &c. 
These can be grown in the veiy worst places, it appears to me. 

Beyond where the sun falls, sunflowers of all sortx, poppies, pinks, 
chrysanthemums, wallflowers, daisies, hollyhocks, tall ydlow and 
white lilies (nearly all bulbous things are suitable), nasturtiumB, 
lupins, fritillaries, sweet William, honesty, thrift, Aaron's rod (nice 
old names!), pyrethrum, lobelia, dahlias, sweet peas,evening primrose, 
and even mignonette and zinnias, with plenty more, are likely to 
thrive^ 

^^gh-Qlaa8 roses, as I have said, will not thrive, and it is of oo 
use to ti7 theznj even under glass; the velvet leaves cannot throir 
off the soot ki the air, the pores are choked, and death is inent^le. 
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do Ver^ Well sometiittei'j^ftad Ae ezqvdilte 
rated—but not with eaiiej and only wheiw therft ^ 'jtfl 0 ht^ olT A5>. 
Patuiea, violets, varkgatid pelargoniams, ibi^et*me-not, and lai^- 
tinus do not like London; nemophila and variegated grau^tiirive 
well, but are so besieged by cats that they are hopeless to grow, i 
will not enter upon the further merits abd demerits of fteriain' trees, 
^rubs, and flowers, but 1 may say that scented herbs, miut, rose-''* 
mary, lavender, balsams, verbenas, marjoram, ^c., are nice tp have 
under one^s window, and they thrive capitally as a rule. A regular 
kitchen garden is quite come-at-able if there is space. 


U. TUBF. 


This is the crux of London gardening! mere green grass. What 
one goes through to get a plot of real, fine, springy turf in totms > 
only the earnest gardener knows. But I have heard an ingenious, 
and successful amateur say that turf is a mere question of manure, 
even under trees, where the dripping from the boughs above and the. 
suction of the routs beneath destroy the sustenance of the tender 
grass. He gets rich turf under London trees that nearly sweep the 
ground, of course providing for the free circulation of air beneath-^ 
without which turf has no chance at all—but it costs plenty in brain, 
nerve and muscle. 


The right thing is to dig away all the old earth from the trees’ 
roots every year or so, manure cannily, and refresh the soil. Any 
amount of seed must be added to renew weak patches. Gardeners 
say, don’t manure trees; but most gardeneA are pitifully igno¬ 
rant, not to sa^ prejudiced, and the proof of the pudding is in 
the eating. Trees are found by amateurs who have experimented 
con amore to thrive infinitely better if they are manured^ the 
turf beneath thrives infinitely better too; argal,* as Lancelot 
Qobbo would say, never mind the gardener and his assertions that 
this and that " won’t do." Manure the trees; nurse the grass by 
lifting it and enriching the soil beneath. Plant under the fqliage 
(if you wish) any half-grown hardy blossoming plants, which will do, , 
thoroughly well with occasional " stopping," although, seeds will not 
coihe up to do you much credit, the plants are so drawn dp in i^Ksde. 

Personally, I don't believe in top-dressing, except on<» in a vray; 
it kills as much as it coaxes to grow, and nothing cotnes up buit ^e 
netv seed. Patch bare spots with seed, sprinkled over with fine soil 


to save it from the birds/ mow constantly, roll, water heai^y in dry 
weather, and for this the waste water from the dressihg-rodins is 
inore than nsefiil. Turf is, however, better waters u little as 
p^ble after it is once thick enough. Sprinkling daily encourages 
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the KKitlett to come to the suTface, ioitead of strikisg doum ibr 
mdatnre, and then a single fierce day will )mni up all your gnu^for 
good/ may he. 

Gardeners like top-dressing; some because it is yery expensive/ 
some because they have a hidden interest in particular seeds, some 
ibeoause it levels the ground nicely, and of course it is useful to 
correct the subsoil, or when the lawn is worn into holes and hillocks. 
But 1 advise it only occasionally. 

If the plot of grass is small, it is perhaps no costlier—^and certainly 
less trouble—to returf each year where the trees have killed the 
grass or little feet have worn it off. Five shillings will cover a large 
patch of bare earth. 

Is not this better than blackness and desolation, though small be 
the space and a little trouble to keep neat ? And most of these 
things that will grow in the ground will grow also on leads in boxes 
or pots of earth renewable each spring. Fepys used to spend many 
happy evenings making music and "taking the ayre " on his leads. 
He probably had them swept and garnished with a few flowers. He 
did not sit singing on a muck heap like Nero on the wreck of Rome. 
He had the place kept tidy. 


X. IIARDEXINO. 

A word to explain what I mean by acclimatized calceolarias and 
geraniums growing under trees. 1 have found that the common 
sorts of these flowers are very robust, but they take a year to harden 
so that they will bloom in the worst comers under London trees. 
The first summer ths plants want a good deal of nursing; probably 
because they have been raised in the country and pnder glass; and, 
when bought off an itinerant barrow, they have already received a 
slight shpek from exposure. Except in very sunny, well-soiled spots, 
they* are apt {o shoot up weak and spindly, with quantities of aphis, 
or “green fly,'' and consequently the blossoms miserable.or none. 
By-the-by, fight the green fly : he is a terrible fellow. When he is 
young and has wing 9 , he can be caught (with industry) and saved the 
trouble of breeding in the ordinary way. But when he is older, if 
allowed to live, he becomes viviparous, and emits young as he breathes, 
without any assistance from without. Prevention (the hose) is 
better than cure (tobacco end tar water). Anyhow, he U a dpiMiUy^ 
enemy, destroying all the young and juicy shoots of plants. Slugs 
eat the roots, and when the slug is sated, cats smash what he jeaves 
behind, and if the plant is left to itself, it dies the death. 

But/.lmided through its first summer, its roots examin^ and: 
freed ftom jfrnbs if it droops, gently sprinUed with the hose dnilj;^ 
kept dwarffnquent "stopping,'^ and dead leaves removq^ ti^e. 
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a' pot/and keep then! indoors during the "iidntei> fbi*'s^ker 
calceolarias nor gerataiums vill stand frost. These cutiings, tooted 
and grovn bushy bj the ensntng spring, will be ten times as ' hardy* 
as the parent plant They liare become acclimatized to*London air^ 
and soil. I have had such calceelarias thrive with almost 'savagO 
strength in places where literally no seed would come up, wi^nt 
snn or soil to speak of, blooming all the summer through, and filling 
ngly gaps with golden bells and scarlet trusses that are a " sight 
good for sair een.” 

1 
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XI. GLASS. 


immber bf cnttinj^ don't waht'a 'ghkldeher' 

any strong shoots will serre—stick them in earth, sa; 


Persons whose London gardens, or leads, are too much over¬ 
looked would dowelhto glaze over the whole or a portion (no longer 
an expensive process). Wonderful effects can be attained in privacy 
thus, and a conservatory makes an airy tea-room in summer, and a 
ebarming outlet at all times. Otherwise little green-houses can be 
erected at a cost of from £2 10$. to .£10, in which grapes soon refmy 
the original outlay. Numerous cuttings can be preserved here 
during the winter, along with sufficient dowers iu bloom to brighten 
the rooms for several months. A little heat is advisable (oil not gas 
stoves), but a good deal can be done without heat The plants of 
which I have been speaking require none. 

The roofs of London houses, as well as leads and backyards, 
might be utilized ofrener than they are. Capital green-houses and 
cold frames for nursing purposes could be placed there to raise half- 
hardy plants for spring Use. A great deal of sun's heat is reflected 
from slate and cement, and 1 doubt not that whoever chose' to 
devote some personal attention to fruit-growing aloft would find it 
pay. i 

a 

XU. CATS AND CATS. 

The worst enemies of London gardens are not so much catS^ 
pillars as cats. It is worse than disappointing to find the fimsh ■ 
lobelia, variegated grasses, and nemophila, the regular breakfiut of a 
pAck of mangy, howling cats—cteatures, that possess no homes^'Ao 
prihbitlles, no remorse. Cats swarm at times, and make Uot (Udy 
night but day hideous with their yells, growls, and mihuling; 

Seedlings have but little chance where cats abound. Half-grown 
plants resist their approaches better, but a stout lily is easily broken 
bj^W conple of strong Toma at war. Of course a'Httle wire-netting, 
whiiffi is dhea^ at some stores, will prevent a good deal of ravage, 
and' gki^ed frames Are useful; but 1 am of opinion that the time has 
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O(^e;to sBow the feline race that th^ m not our ic^st^ we 
kep^'for thieir convenience, as hitherto we liave led tliem to suppose. 
Wh^ are we to do without a garden bei^use cats like salad in 
bloom ? Why, after having got a garden, are we to see it daily dug 
up ? Is the world made for cats ? Do we pwit other half-wild. 

* animals to parade our roofs, run in and out of our houses, tight,, 
oour^ scratch up, devour, yelp, die they please all about the 
place ? Do we allow vagrant horses and cattle to wander through 
the streets, bellow at the house door, breed promiscuously in our 
cellars ? Is not every dog, horse, goat, hen, donkey, monkey expected to 
have an owner, and those that have no owners, are they not regarded 
as vermin like rats and beetles, and destroyed by police ? Why do 
not people rid themselves of a pest that is always disagreeable, and 
sometimes even dangerous—witness the recent Ashton case, in which 
a man and woman were consigned to the hospital for daring to 
dispute their own house with strange cats I ' 

A cat which has no owner is legally destructible by gun, poison, 
or hanging; but a cat which has an owner must not be destroyed 
without notice. As it is, however, actionable to impose a nuisance * 
on neighbours, the owner of a cat which harms our garden may be 
sued for damages. 

This is well; but sueing takes time and nerve-force, and the proper 
remedy for many evils would be the levying a tax—however small— 
on cats, as dogs are taxed. Small it should be, for a kitten is one 
of the few amusements of the poor, to pet and to worry, but apy 
nominal tax would ensure the early drowning of all kittens not 


pretty enough to be worth the license, and that means oh I how 
much nocturnal petce I Every one who values his cat, keeps it, or 
ought to keep it, indoors at night. High-Ured cats—most beautiful 

and inoffensive of ornaments—are delicate, and subject to bronchitis 
an^many ills, like high-bred dogs, through exposure. High-brad 
cats too, it is noteworthy, are not as a rule mischievous nor'predatory. 
Well-fed, they have no need to steal. Sniall-boned/^nd sinaU- 
clawed, their gardening excavations hear no comparison in horror to 
those of the mere cur-cat, which, like the cur-dog, is mostly an ill- 
tempered, powerful brute, with something of a fiendish element in its 
shrewdness and tenacity, which aids it to survive the many hardsUps 
ofdts miserable lot, , * 

By-the-by, if amateurs took half the pains to breed cats that 
they take to breed dogs, cats would afford ns similar profit ahd 
pleasure. It is hardly generally ktiown how largle a sale there iii for 
good cats, nor what high prices they fetch in the market. Ftfaion, 
Siamese, Manx, and Others, to say nothing Of rditiy 
good breeds (pure), are lorely house pets, trith thdi^' pl^ 

coats imd "^ewel-like eyes, and by no means incompatible a 
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jrii^ pie affectionate; th^y ^ ailent^^y 3^P*i 

as 'Any vlisUea in the street); they, cui he taught nei^y^^ ^ai* 
taught to dogs; they will be§^ fetch and cany« leap lugh th»u||h 
hoops, reiriere, and be otherwise amusing. Sigh-bred cats can ‘ be 
chuned or caged without suffering—what common cat would bear 
it ? Their intelligence, though different in character to a dog*s^ is 
nearly as high, and*by breeding might* be variously modifiied. 

In fact, the high-bred cat is as different a beast from the yelling 
mongrel as a Bayard is different from the common burglar. Even the 
kitchen pet-cat differs from the drawing-room pet-cat. Neglect 
makes the nomad cat what he is: it would be kindness to anticipate 
his usually violent end, and any lover of animals will agree with me 
that the whole breed and social status of these useful and neglected 
creatures would be raised (and much woe would be spared us) were 
they recognized by the tax-gatherer. •'^We all value what costs us 
something. 

nil. "wanton waste." 

‘ Thus a very little trouble, a few seeds, a lew square feet of glaM, 
a hose, and a cat-tax might be instrumental in increasing the beauty 
and orderliness of towns. 

It is indeed matter for regretful notice, how seldom English people 
of any class make the most of anything except their grievances. 
They " muddle away ” so much that is good—waste splendid material 
—lose opportunities! How few of our poor keep poultry aud 
rabbits, though fire shillings a month will support a dozen of either, 
and they can be made so profitable! Who keeps bees ? though any 
slum within a mile of a park might be full of hives properly conducted, 
and that would cheapen honey. 

In France and Holland every available slip of ground is utilized 
for some good purpose. Our suburbs, crowded with small houses, 
each with its would-be "garden," are positive miracles of slovenliness. 
Passing in the train, we can take stock of the back premises of row 
after row, where a few beans, marrows, ar^chokes, and other vege- 
taUes (to say nothing of a fruit tree) might be a treat to the ^e, % 
pleasure to father and children to tend, and a help to the pot. And 
what meets the indignant eye ? 

Nothing but half-washed clothes drying, broken barrels, brokf^i 
victuals, broken pipes, bottles, and cans—lumber thrown into the 
waste space where the humble soarlet-runner and the window g^en 
might toon become a vigorous ritol to the public-house. 

To rich aud poor Londoners alike, I would recall the wisdom-words, 
both sacred profane, Gather up the fragiUents, that nothing be 
lost," and waste not, want not." 


M. E. Hawxib. 



THE PRIMITIVE GHOST AND HIS 

RELATIONS* 


I N his Roman Questions, that delightful storehouse of old- 
world Jore^ Plutarch asks —** When a man who has been falsely 
reported to have died abroad, returns home alive, why is he not 
admitted' by the door, but gets up on the tiles, and so lets himself 
down into the house ? ” The curious custom to which Plutarch here 
refers prevails in modern Persia, for we read in “ Hajji Baba" (c. 18) 
of the man who went through “ the ceremony of making his entrance 
over the,roof, instead of through the door; for such is the custom, 
when a man who has been thought dead returns home aliveFrom 
a passage in Agathias (ii. 23) we may, perhaps, infer that the custom 
in Persia is at least as old as the sixth century of our era. A custom 
so remote from our modern ways must necessarily have its roots far 
back in the history of our race. Imagine a modern Englishman, 
wFom his /rien^s had given up for dead, rejoining the home circle 
by coming down the chimney instead of entering by the ftrpt door. 
In this paper I propose to show that the custom originated in certain 
primitive beliefs and observances touching the dead—beliefs and 
observances by no means confined to Greece and but 

occurring in similar if not identical forms in many parts of the 
world. 

The importance attached by the Bomans in common with most 
other nations to the due performance of burial rites is well kh^wij^ 
and need not be insisted on. For* the sake of my argument/ how¬ 
ever, it ia necessary to point out that the attentions bestowed oh the' 
dead sprang not so much from the affections as from the fears ol the 

* For a fiiUor discuBsion of Bpeoul points the resd^ is refured to tits 
number of the-f-Journal of the Anthropologiosllnstitate.** ’ 
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survivors. - ¥ot, as every one Icnovs^ ghosts of the^n^bnned 
haunt the earth and make themselves exceedingly disagred^V^, 
especially to their undutiful relatives. Instances would be super- 
dnous; it is the way of ghosts all the world over, from Brittany to 
Samoa.* But burial by itself was by no means a sufficient safe¬ 
guard against the return of the ghost; many other precautioni were 
taken by primitive man for the purpose of excluding or barring the 
importunate dead. Some of these precautions I will now enumerate. 
They exhibit au ingenuity and fertility pf resource worthy of a 
better cause. • 

In the first place, an appeal was made to the better feelings of the 
ghost. He was requested to go quietly to the graVe^ and at'ihe 
grave he was requested to stay theTe.t 

But to meet the possible case-of hardened ghosts, upon whom 
moral persuasion would be thrown away, more energetic measures 
were resorted to. Thus among the South Slavonians and Bohemians, 
the bereaved family, returning from the grave, pelted the ghost of 
their deceased relative with sticks, .stones, and hot coals. | The 
Tschuwasche, a tribe in Finnland, had not even the decency to wait 
till he was fairly in the grave, but opened fire on him as soon as the 
coffin was outside the bouse. § 

Again, heavy stones were piled on his grave to keep him down, 
on the principle of “ sit tibi terra ffravis*** This is the origin of funeral 
cairns and tombstones. As the ghosts of murderers and their vic¬ 
tims are especially restless, every one who passes their graves in 
Arabia, in Germany, and in Spain is bound to add a stone to the ' 
pile. In Oldenburg (and no doubt elsewhere) if the grave is shrdlow • 
the ghost will certainly walk. || • 

. One of the most striking ways of keeping down the dead man is 
to divert the course of a river, bury him in its bed, and then allow 
the river to resume its course. It was thus that Alaric was buried, 
and Commander Cameron found the same mode of burial still ih 
vogue for chieftains amongst a tribe in Central Africa.^T 

The expedient of enclcsing the grave with a fence too high for the 
ghost to " take^' it, especially without a run, is common to Finidand 
and the South Seas,** 

Another llmple but effectual, plan was to nail the dead man to the 
coffin (the Tschuwasche again),!f or to tie his feet together (among 



i ** Fhinit^a Mytbokwe,*' p. 1^. 

I Sbnatto ** Todte^bestattong,’^ p. 107 ; Brand’s ** Popular Antiquities,’* iL p. 809; 
Bsvtiolie Abezx^vba” 9 784, cp. 780, 748, 786,, 768, 761; I&nuD, 
“ GuHargesohidbte,” ii p. 228; Waits, “Antnropologieder NaturrOlker,” ii. pp. 108, 
824r8S8i-884 { idiil p. 202. If ‘* Aems Africa,’* i. p. 110. 

V* Castren, op, tit, 121; ii. p. 868. ft Bastian, ii. pp. 887, £68. 
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Atftbit), or his neck to his legs (amoBg'the 
^ New Zeattmdeis).* The Wallachians' dnte' k long liiaal i^^tigh 
the skull and lay the thorny stem of a wild rosebush on the c6i^e.t 
[Hie Californians clinched mattel^ by Breakin^f his ,8pin64 The 
corpses of suicides and vampires had stakes run through >them.§ 
Other mutilations of the dead were intended not so much to keep 
the dead <man in his grave as to render his ghost harnlleas. Thus 
the Australians cut off the right thumb of a slain enemy^ that his 
ghost might not be able (o draw the boWj|| and Greek murderers used 
to hack off the extremities of their victims with a similar object.^ 
Agaioj various steps were taken to chase away the lingering ghost 
from the home he loved too well. Thus the New Zealanders thrash 
the corpse in order to hasten the departure of the soul the Algon- 
kins ft beat the walls of the death chamber with sticks to drive out 
the ghost; the Chinese knock on the floor with a hammer41 and 
the Gerinans wave towels aboUtj or sweep the ghost out with a besom,§§ 
just as in old Rome the heir solemnly swept out the ghost of his pre¬ 
decessor with a broom made specially for the purpose.!! || In ancient 
Mexico professional chuckers-out ** were employed^ who searched 
the house diligently till they found the lurking ghost of the late 
proprietor, whom they there and then summarily ejected.fT 

The favourite " beat ** of the ghost is usually the spot where he 
died. Hence, in order to keep him at least from the house, the 
KaflSrs carry a sick man out into the open air to die, and the Maoris 
used to remove the sick into sheds. If a Kaffir or Maori died before 

4 

he conld be carried out, the house was tabooed and deserted.*** There 
are traces in Greece, Rome, and China of this custom of carrying 
dying persons into the open air.f+t 

But in case the ghost should, despite of all precautions, make his way 
back from the grave, steps were taken to barricade the house against 
him. Thus, in some parts of Russia and East Prussia an axe or a 
Ibok is lai^ on the threshold, or a knife is hung over the door,:tlt and 
in Germany as soon as the coffin is carried ont of the^||LOUBe all the 

* Strabo, xvi. 17; Biodunis, iiL S3; Wood, ‘‘Natural Hiitoiy of Man,'* i. p. 348; 
Yates, “NewZealand,** p. 186. 

t H. F. Toeer, “ Besearches i]|. the Highlands of Tnrkey,’* ii. p. 92, 
t Bastian, it p. 881. . 

9 Bastian, ii. p. 866; Balston, p..413; heads of vammres out off (Wiflake, § 765; YSp* 
pen, “ Aberglauben aus Ma8ureD,**'p. 114; Tettau u. Temme, “Volkssagen,** p. 276). 
il Tylor, “PrimitiTe Culture," i. p. 461. f Suidas *. na^aKt90iivtu, 

** Klemin, 326 j Yatee, “ New Zealand,” p. 186. 

ft Brinton, “ Mythi of the New World,” p. 266. . U Gray, ” China,*’ i, p. 280. 

§§ Wuttke, H 726, 787; F. Schmidt, “Bitten n. OebraQohe m Tharingen,’^ 

Kohler, “Volkebrauoh,“p.254. tiO Featuia e.v. evemator;cf. Gny,“ China,” 
illf Bancroft, “ Native Raoee of the Pabino Statee," i. p. 641. 

•••'UiditeoBteiD, “ Travels in Southern Africa,” i.pp. 268, 26ft: J. Cainpbell,-“S(mth 
A|i^^ 616, eg.; Taylor, “New Zeali^i” p. 170; Yates; “New ^eali^”;^/^.-, 
fft Bniipides, “ Alcestis,” v. 284«gg. cf.206;SoholisstonArist^banc^^'-l4WWri^'* 
V. 611.; Seneoi^ Bpisk. B xii. 3; Gray, “ China,'* i. p. 279.. In modeni Gr^.as Npn 
as the oorpsciis out of the house, the whole bouse is scoured (C, Wschsmtl^ 'MHs 
alta GriSchenland im neuem,** p. 120). Ralston, p. 318; Wht|^ 0^786, 766. 
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the |iQMe«,tlw TfWow* (•&((' 
open to aU«w the .«onl to e«Qq)e.f I'lni ecuQp f 
bolt and Iptk in the hoiue i« an&steaetd» 
man may fly freely away.t 

^fit if primitive mai^knew how to bnljy^te alio Je^w JhQV'ito 
ontwit the ghost. For example, a ghost can only flnfl- his'^ay ,bl^:k: 
tQ the house by the way by which he left it. This little, weakn^. 
did not escape the vigilance of our ancestors, and they. Ijook, tJ^W 
measures accordingly. The coffin was carried out of the house,, noi 
by the door, biit by a hole made for the purpose in the wall^e&d 
this hole WM carefully stopped up as soon as the body had . bec^r 
passed through it; so that When the ghost strolled quietly back 
the grave, he found to his surprise that there was no thoroughfare. • 7h& 
credit of this ingenious device is shared equally by Greenlanders,' 
Hottentots, Bechuanas, Samoieds, Ojibways, Algonkins, LSosiw, 
Hindoos, Tibetans, Siamese, Chinese, and Fijiana These ^special 
openings, or " doors of the dead," are still to be seen in a village 
near Amsterdam, and they were common in some' towns of centz^ 
Italy, as Perugia and Assisi. | A trace of the same custom surviveft 
in Thuringen, where it is thought that the ghost of a man who. has 
been hanged will return to the house if the body be not taken out by 
a window instead of tbe door.^ 

The Siamese, not content with carrying the dead xnan oat by a 
special opening, endeavour to make . assurance doubly sure by<. 
hurrying bim three times round the house nii full speed—a proceed? 
ing well calculated to bewilder the poor soul in the coffin. || 

The Araucaniana adopt the plan of strewing ashes behind the 
coffin as it is being home to. the grave, in order that the ghost 
may not be able to find his way back.lT 

The very general practice of closing the eyes of the dead appears 
to haye originated with a similar object; it was a mode of blindfold* 
ing the dead, that he might not see the way by which he was carried 
to his last home. At the grave, where he was to rest for ever, there 
was of course no motive for concealment; hence the Romans,and 
* SooDtaA. P* 169; Wuttke, §§ 787, 725; Gabenwtis, *<UBifmi6bri,'’p. 47; Lam* 



1. p, ^22; Gubemati*, p 52; C. J. Andenon, Ldw Nmi,”p. 48(l. A 
dtod Pope ii eanried out bv a apeml door, whiok ia then Uooked up tul uie neat P<K)e 
dlea. • . § Vuttke, fi 768. ^ 

, ffiam,*' i. p. 245; Bowring, “ Siam, ** i. p 288. In tome parta of Soot- 
nped to be carried three times round the ohurrii (C. Eogers, ** Sooial fife 

bV V. pi 5i:r WooA Natural Hiatoiy <rf.Man,” fi. p' 565. \ • 
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tppamitly the Siamese,* opened the eytt of the 'dead mill nt the 
pjre>jnst as we ahoold iinbaD4ige* the eyes of in enemy 
after cmiduoting him to his destination. The notion thaV if ^he 
eyes of the dead be not closed^ his ghost will return to fetch away 
another of the huuseholdj still exists in GermaDy, Bohemia, and 
England.t In some parts of Russia they p^ace a coin on each of 
the dead .man's eyes.^ 

With a similar object, the corpse is carried out of the house feet 
foremost, for if he were carried out head foremost his eyes would be 
turned towards the door, and he might therefore find his way back. 
This custom is observed, and this reason is assigned for it, in many 
parts of Germany and amongst the Indians of Chile.§ Conversely, in 
Persia, when a man is setting out on a journey, he steps out of the 
house with his face turned towards the door, hoping thereby to secure 
a safe return. || In Th^ringen and some parts'of the north of 
Englaild it used to be the custom to carry the body to the grave by 
a roundabout way.1[ 

I venture to conjecture that the old Roman usage of burying 
by night^^ may have originally been intended, like the customs I 
have mentioned, to keep the way to the grave a secret from the dead, 
and it is possible that the same idea gave rise to the practice of 
masking the dead—a practice common to the prehistoric inhabitants 
of Greece and to the Aleutian islanders.ft 

To a desire to deceive the dead man I would also refer the curious 
custom amongst the Bohemians of putting on maBl£s and behaving 
in a strange way as they returned from a burial4| They hoped, in 
fact, BO to disguise themselves that the dead man might not know 
and therefore might not follow them. Whether the widespread 
moumiog customs of smearing the body with mud or paint, mutilat-. 
ing it by gashes, cutting off the hair or letting it grow, and putting 
on beggarly attire or clothes of an unusual colour (bkck, white, or 
(rtherwise), may not have also originated in the desire to disguise 
and therefore to protect the living from the dead, I cannot here 
attempt to determine. This much is certain, that moufiing customs 
are always as far as possible the reverte pf those of ordinary life. 
Thus, at a Roman funeral,^e sons of the deceased walked with their 
heads covered, the daughters with their heads uncovered, tbue exactiy 

* 0. Bock MW that tho eyes of a dead xnaa at the pyre were open (in Siam), and he 
Myi that in Lao it was me custom to closii the eyea of the dead ("Tem^es And 
Sl^hants,” pp. 68, 261). 

t Wnttke, 1726; Dyer, ** English Folklore,” p. 280; Grohmann,” Aberglanbisn,” p, 189. 

; Gubernatis, “ Uai funebri,"’ p. 60. § Wnttke, % 786; Klemni, ii. p. IQl, 

J <*Hajji Baba,” c. i.in. f F. Schmidt, p. 94. 

M Samns on Virg. Mil, 1186. Night bniiAl was BO|Detiffiet practised ih ^dotland . 
(C. Rogsrs, *‘Sociu Life in Scotland/* i. p. 161), sad commonly in ThUHngsn 
(F. Schmid^ p 96). Gf. Mungo Park, ** Travels,**p. 414. 

ft Soblimnann, **Mycene,^ pp. 198. 219-228, 311 sg.; Banorofk,'”NativeBac^” 
i. p. 9$. The A^eos madced their dead‘kings (Bancroft, ii. 606), and the Siamese ^ so , 
still (FAllegok, **^anmo de Siam/* i. p. 247). it Bjurtian, ii, p. 328.* 
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reveiuQg the prdinaiy asage^wluoh veethaivpxq^ wa^opveiwgiiQQ 
their heedsi while men did not. PlntesAi vha natee niih obwm 
that in like manner in OrMce men and women during a period of 
monming aactl^ inverted their usual habits of wearing the hair^ 
the ordinary practice of men being to cut^ it shorty that of womep to 
leave it long.* 

The objection, deeply rooted in many races^ to utter the^names of 
deceased persons,t sprang no doubt from a fear that the dead might 
hear and answer to his name. In East Prussia, if the deceased is 
called thrice by bis name, he appears.^ ^his reluctance to mention 
the names of the dead has modified whole languages. Thus aiuong 
the Australians, Tasmanians, and Abipones, if the namh of a deceased 
person happened to be| common name—e.p., the name of an animal 
or plant—this name was abolished, and a new one substituted for it§ 
During the residence of the Jesuit missionary Dobritzhofier amongst 
the Abipones, the xiame for tiger was thus changed three times. || 
Amongst the Indians of Columbia near relatives of a deceased person 
often change their names, under the impression that the ghost will 
return if he hears the familiar names.^ 

1 must pass lightly over the kindlier modes of barring the dead by 
providing for the personal comforts of the poor ghost in his long 
home. One instance, however, of the minute care with whmh the 
survivors will provide for the wants of the dead, in order that he may 
have no possible excuse for returning, I cannot refrain from mention¬ 
ing. In the German district of Voigtland,** with its inclemAit sky, 
theynever forget to placein thecoffin an umbrella and apair of goloshes. 
Whether these utensils are intended for use in heaven, or elsewhere, 
is a question which I must leave to theologians. 

A pathetic example is afforded by some Indian tribes of New 
Mexico, who drop milk from the mother's breast on the lips of her 
dead babe, ft 

The nearly universal practice of leaving food on the tomb or of 
actuidly passing it into the grave by means of an aperture %r tube, is 
too well known to need illustration. Like the habit of dressing the 
dead or dying in his best clothes,^4^ it probdbly originated in the 
selfish but not unkindly desire to induce the perturbed spirit to rest in 
the gjrave, and not come plaguing the survivors for food aud 
raiment. 

Merely mentioning the customs of building a little house for the 
accommodatiou of the soul either on the grave, or on the way to 

V Flutarob, ** Korn. Qutett14. t Tylor, History of Mankind,'* p. 142. 

t Wufctko, $ 7fi4, , § Tylor, iW, p. 144 

s Kleiun, il p W; Dobritehoffer, “ The Abipones,” u. p. 208 tqq. 

^'•Bancroft, '•NativeRaces,” i. p.248. Wuttke, 8 784. 

ft Bancroft i. p. 860 . 

it Gray, "China,” i. pp. 278-280; Klemm, ii. pp. t04, 221,225; id. iv. p. 88; 
Marshall," Ttavris amongst the Todas," p. 171. « 
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of leaving straw on theroadj in the^Jbope that the ifeaaty t^ost 
would ait down on it and never get a^far as tiie house^t .l bow 
oome to two jnodes of barring the ghost, whieh' fiom their importance 
I ^ve reserved to the last—1 mean the methods of barring the ghost 
by fire and water. 

Tirst, by fire. After a funeral certain heathen Siberians, who 
greatly fc|r the dead, seek to get rid of the ghost pf the departed by 
leaping over a fire4 Similarly at Borne, monmers returning from 
a funeral stepped over fire,^ and in China they sometimes do so to 
this day. II Taken in connection with the Siberian custom, the 
original intention of this ceremony of stepping over fire at Borne 
and in China can hardly have been other than that of placing $ 
barrier of fire between the living and the dead. But, as has been 
the case with so many other ceremonies, this particular ceremony 
may well have been practised long after its original intention was 
forgotten. For customs often live on for ages after the circum¬ 
stances and modes of thought which gave rise to them have disap¬ 
peared, and in their new environment new motives are invented to 
explain them. As might have been expected, the custom itself of 
stepping over fire often dwindled into a mere shade# of its former 
self. Thus the South Slavonians returning from a funeral are met 
by an old woman carrying a vessel of live coals. On these they 
pour water, or else they take a live coal from the hearth, and fling 
it over their beads.^ The Brahmans contented themselves with simply 
touchini' fire,'^ and in Buthenia the mourners merely look steadfastly 
at the stove or place their hands on it.tt 

So much for the barrier by fire. Next for the barrier by water. 
" The Lusatian Wends,says Bal8ton,|t '' still make a point of plac¬ 
ing water between themselves and the dead as they return from a 
borial, even breaking ice for the purpose if necessary' In many* 
parts of Germany, in modern Greece, and in Cyprus, water is poured 
out behind the corpse when it is carried from the house, in the belief- 
that if the^hosfc returns, he will not be able to cross it.§§ Some¬ 
times by night they pour holy water before the door;^lhe ghost is 
then thought to stand and whimper on the further fide. j||| 
inability of spirits to cross water might be further illustrated finm 
the Bagman's ghastly story in Apuleius,^! from Faulus' "History 


T nuDue, a : 1 oppea, p. 108. ; Meinen, ** UMoaionte aer iMUgioiieo,” u, 
I ^tus J.V. aqua et igne. S Gray, “ China,'* L pp. 287,808, 

U lUdrton, “&ngB," p. 810. i 

Williuos, ** Reliflious life and Thought in India,,” pp. 288, 888. 

Aelflton. i. flnnmi nf lilta Dnaafawi m 


GneeheaTand im nenem,” p. 119. 
HI Wuttk^ § 746. 


f “ Metamoiphoses,” 119, of. 18. 
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of tbfl Lombatas,”* from 

Ireland/'t from other iOiur<jciit ^ VV; 1=^'- 

Another way of enforcing tiie water barrier ww fbr 
to idtinge into a stream In the hope of drowning; or at least Aal^k 
off, the ghost. Thus among the Matamba negroes, a widow it bound • 
hand and foot by the priest, who flings her into the water 
times ovfer, with the intention of drowning her husband's ghost who 
may be supposed to be clinging to his unfeeling 8pon8e.§ 
Angola, for a similar purpose, widows adopt the less inconveuieiit^ 
practice of ducking their late husbands.y In New Zealand all idlto 
have attended a funeral betake themselves to the nearest stream aha 
plunge several times, head under, in the water.^ In Fiji the sextbhs 
always washed themselves after a burial** In Tahiti all who assisted 
at a burial fled precipitately and plunged into the sea, casting also 
into the. sea the garments tl^py had worn.tt In some parts of West 
Africa, after the corpse has been deposited in the grave, " all the 
bearers rush to the water-side and undergo a thorough ablution 
before they ore permitted to return to the town. ^ <£ 

But the barrier by water, like the barrier* by fire, often dwindled 
into a mere stunted survival. Thus after a ^mau funeral it was 
enough to carry water three times round the persons who had been 
engaged in it and to sprinkle them with the water.§§ In China, 
on the fifth day after a death, the mourners merely wash their eyes 
and sprinkle their faces three times with water.||ll. In Cappadocia 
and Crete persons returning from a funeral wash their 
In Samoa they wash their faces and hands with hot water. 

In ancient India it was enough merely to touch water.ftt 
Greece, so long as a dead body was in the house, a^ves^l of water 
stood before the street doOr that all who left the house might 
sprinkle themselves with Note that in this case the water had 

to bo fetched from another house—water taken from the house in 
which the corpse lay would' not do. The significance of this fact 

I shall have occasion to point out presently. • 

When considered along with the facts I have mentioned, it can 

: Gri^v “Deutoohe Mythologie/' «4j Tj^ritu*. 24. 8?;^ 

Defiu^ "Folklore of China,” p. 24; Lammert, "Voltoedenn/ p. 108. 


it Wilwn, quoted by Gardner. "Faith* of tne vvotjo/ i. p. wo, oi. 
"MySii^ho^New World," p. 133; EUii, " ^tory of Madjga^, 

58^g. “ ^u.” vi. 228. where Serviue ipeaka of 
JuG^, "China,” i p. 805. Waohimuth, p, 120. 

tH- MotS Thought and ^ 

tit Pollux, viil. 65; Heaydiiua sad Suidaa «.v., 4^3dr«*'.. Cf. Wacheninth, ww. 


p. 100. 
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hardly be doubted that the ori^ual iuteutiou^of thia spriukliof^ with 
wata was to wash off the ghost who mighi be following Ae 
house of death; and in general I think we may lay down th^,rule 
that wherever wc find a so-called purification by fire or water from 
pollution contracted by contact with the dead, we may assume with 
much probability that the original. intention was^to.place a physica.! 
barrier of«fire or water between the living and the dead, and that 
the conceptions of pollution and purification are merely the fictions 
of a later age, invented to explain the purpose of a ceremony of 
which the original intention was forgotten. Time forbids me to 
enter into the wider question whether dll forms of so-called cere- 
moniarpurification may not admit of a similar explanation. I may 
say, however, that there is evidence that some at least of these forms 
are best explained on this hypothesis. To one of the most important 
of these forms of purification—that of jnothers after childbirth— 
reference will be made in the course of this paper. 

* Such, then, are some of the modes adopted for the purpose of 
exuding or barring the ghost. Before quitting the. subject, how¬ 
ever, I wish to observe that as the essence of these proceedings was 
simply the erection of a barrier against the disembodied spirit, they 
might be, and actually were, employed for barring spirits in other 
connections. Thus, for example, since to early man deqth means 
the departure of the soul out of the body, it, is obvious that the very 
same proceedings which serve to .exclude the soul after it has left the 
body— i.e.f to bar the ghost, may equally well be employed to bar the 
soul in the body— i.e., to prevent it escaping; in other words, they 
may be employed to prevent a sick man from dying—in fact, 
they may be used as cures. Thus the Chinese attempt to frighten 
back the soul of a dying man into His body by the utterance of wild, 
cries and the explosion of crackers, while they rush about with 
extended arms to arrest its progress.* The use of water as a means 
of intercepting the flying soul is peyhaps best illustrated by the 
Circassian *treatment of .the sick. It is well known that according 
to primitive man the soul of a sleeper departs fi'onVlhis body to 
wander far away in dreamland; in fact, the only distinction which 
early man makes between sleep and death is that sleep is a tem¬ 
porary, while death is a permanent, absence of the soul. Obviously 
then, on this view, sleep is highly dangerous to a sick man, for if in 
sleep his soul departs, how can we, be sure that it will come back 
again ? Hence in order to ensure the recovery of a* sick man, onp 
of the first requisites is to keep him from sleeping. With (his intmi- 
tion the Circassians will dance, sing, play, and tell stories to a sick 
man by the hour; Fifteen to twenty young fellows, naturally 
selected for the strength of their lungs, will seat themselves xqtind 
his bed and make night hideous by singing in ehorua at the top of 

* Hue,'* L’Empire Chinois,’* ii. p.^241. 



THE ptawm a$&^. 


116 




their 

agreeahle T^% by ban^hg.^ti{>'ha^er <>4 a ^ 
has bwn tlio^htMy pliiced for the'piiirpoie 
bed. But ifj in spite of ifchese nnremitirng attentionsj .the 
should hate the misfortune to fall asleep—ma]^ what follows—t|kej/'‘' 
ioSmedUtely dash water over his face.* The intention of this lieitt^ 
proceeding can hardly be doubtful—it is a last efibrt to sto^ the aotil 
about to take flight ibr ever. So among the Abippnes, a dying man. 
is surrounded by a crowd of old crones brandishing rattles, stamping 
and yelling, wl^e every now and then one of them flings water orer 
his face so long as there is breath left in his body.f The same 
practice of throwing water over the sick is observed also in Chiha, 
Siam, Siberia, and Hungary.| 

By analogy, the origin of the Kaffir custom of kindling a fire 
beside a sick person,§ the Russian practice of fumigating him,|| and ' 
the Persian practice of lighting a fire on the roof of a house where 
any one is ill,IT may perhaps be found in the intention of interposing 
a barrier of Are to prevent the escape of the soul. For with regard 
to the custom of lighting a fire on the roof, it is a common belief 
that spirits pass out and in through a hole in the roof.** In the> 
same way I would explain the extraordinary custom in Lao and Siam 
of surrounding a mother after childbirth with a blazing fire, within 
which she has regularly'to stay for weeks after the birth of the 
child.ft The object, I take it, is to hem in the fluttering soul at 
this critical period with an impassable girdle of fire. Conversely, 
among the Kaffirs a widow must stay by herself beside a blazing fire 
for a month after her husband's death—no doubt in order to get rid 
of his ghost.lji If any confirmation of this interpretation of the 
Siamese practice were needed, it would seem tp be found in the fact 

* Klemm, iv. p. 34. 

f Dobritzhoffer, “ Account of the Abipones,” ii. p. 266. Amongst the Indians of 
lower California, if a liclc man falls asleep, they knock him about the head tiU 
wakes, with the sincere intention of saving his life (Banoroft, i. p. 569)^ Similarly, 
Kaffirs when circumcised at the age of murteen are not allowed to sleep till the 
wound has healed (Campbell, Travels in South Africa,” jk 514). 

X Gray, i. p. 278; P^legoix, i. p. 294; Bowring, i. p. 121i; Klemm, x. 254; ‘‘’Folk* 
lore Jour^,” ii. p. 102. in Tiree a wet shirt is put on the patient, id. i. p. 167. 

§. Liohtenkein, 1 . p. 258. II Kalstou, “ Songs of the Russian People,” p. 880.. 

f Klemm, vii. p. 142. 

Wuttkei §§726, 765; Bostian, “Mensch,” ii. pp. 319, 828; W., "Die Sbele,"p.l6;* 
Balaton,."Songs,” p. 314; J. T. Brent, “The Cyclades," p. 437; Deunys, " FoUd^ of 
China,” p. 22; Lammert, "Folksmedezin,*'p. 103. 


praokioenf wiping a flr-oandle three times round the bed on which the mother and 
child lay (0. Bogers, ” S^al Life in Scotland,” i> p* 135). , Amongst tho Albanians * 
Are ia kept constantly burning in the room for lorjfy days after birth; the mother is not 
allowed Vo. leave the wpso all ibis time, and at night Ae majr not leave the room ; 
and any <me dnriiut this time who enters the house by night is obhM to leap over a 
httmtii Inrand (Hi^, " AU^esische Studieo,” p. 149). In the Cyclades, for many 
di^ sAsr'w birth, no one may enter the bouse by night. The mother'^ doee not go to 
church fbr fqrty days after the hm (Brent, pp. 180,181). lichtenstein, i. p. 259. 
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that, during her imprisonment within the' fiery circle^ the woman 
washes herself daily for a week with a mixture of salt and water,* 
for salt and water, as we know from Theocritus,t is a regular specific 
against spirits. 

Of course it is possible that these fiery barriers may also be in¬ 
tended to keep off evil spirits, and this is the second supplementary 
use to which the proceedings for barring ghosts maybe turned. This 
would appear to have been the object with which, in Siberia, women 
after childbirth cleansed themselves by leaping several times over a 
fire, exactly as we saw that in Siberia mourners returning from a 
funeral leap over a fire for the express purpose of shaking off the 
spirit of the dead.j: 

In China, the streets along which a funeral is to pass are previously 
sprinkled with holy water, and even the houses and warehouses along 
the street come in for their share, in case some artful demon might 
be lurking in a shop, ready to pounce out on the dead man as he 
passed.{ Special precautions are also taken by the Chinese during 
the actual passage of the funeral ; in addition to the usual banging 
of gongs and popping of crackers, an attempt is made to work on the 
cupidity of the demons. With this view, bank-notes are scattered, 
regardless of expense, all along the road to the grave. The notes, I 
need hardly observe, are bad, but they serve the purpose, and while 
the ingenuous demons are engaged in the pursuit of these deceitful 
riches, the soul of the dead man, profiting by their distraction, pur¬ 
sues his way tranquilly behind the coffin to the grave. || 

In the Hervey Islands, in the South Pacidc, after a death the 
ghosts or demons are fought and soundly pummelled by bodies of 
armed men, just as the Samogitians and old Prussians used to repel 
the ghostly squadrons by swordcuts in the air.^ 

Id Christian times hells’ have been used for a like purpose; this, 
of course, was the intention of the passing bell.*'*' The idea that 
tfie sound fif brass or iron had power to put spirits to flight prevailed 
also in classical antiquity,tt from which it was perlj^ inherited 
by medieval Christianity. 

I have still one observation to make on the means employed to 
bar ghosts, and it is this. The very same proceedings which were 
resorted to after the burial for the purpose of barring the ghost, 
were avoided so long as the corpse was in the house, from fear no 
doubt of hurting and offending the ghost. Thus we 'saw that an 

* Bock, op. fsit. p. 260. t xxiv. 96-86. 

t Meinen, Geschiebte der Relisionen,*' ii. p. 107. % Gray, China,” i. p. 299. 

11 Hue, **L’£mpire CUnoia.” ii. p. 249; Gray, I, e.; PoolitU^ "Sodal Ufa of the 
ChineM.” p. 163 (ed. Paxton Hood). 

IT Gi^ “Myths and Songs from theSonthFsioifio,” p. 269; Bastian, il p. 841. Cf. 
Wood, ” Kat Hist, of Man, it p. 562. 

** Brand, *'Popular Antiquities,” iL p. 202; Porbhs Leslie^ “Barly Races of Scot* 
land,” ii. p. 508. 

-H* Lucian,” Philopseudes,” o. 15: Ovid, ** Fasti,” v.si41; of. Pro! Robertwm Sadth 
in "Journal of Philology,” vol. xiil No. 26, p. 283, no(r. ’ . . 
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axe laid on the threshold or a-k;iife hong pveK the door after, 
coffin has been carried. oat> have po^er to exclude the ghost^.viho 
could not enter without cutting himself. Conversel/i so, long as tjbe 
corpse is still in the house, the use of sharp-edged instruments should 
be avoided-in case they might wound the ghost. Thus for seven 
days after a death, the corpse being still in the house, the Chinese 
refrain from the use of knives and needles and even of pbopsticks, 
eating their food with their lingers.* So at the memorial feasts to 
which they invited the dead, the Hussians ate without using knives.f 
In Germany a knife should not be left edge-upward, lest it hurt the 
ghosts or the angcls.l They even say that if you see a child in the 
Dre and a knife on its back, you should run to the knife before the 
child.§ Again, we sdw that the Romans and the Germans swept the 
ghost, without more ado, out of his own house. On the other hand, 
the more considerate negroes ou the Congo abstain for a whole year 
from sweeping the house where a man has died, lest the dust should 
annoy the ghost. |{ Again, we have seen the repugnance of ghosts 
to water. Hence, when a death took place, the Jews used to empty all 
the water in the house into the street, lest the ghost should fall in 
and be drowned.^^ In Burma, when the coffin is bcipg carried Out, 
every vessel in the house containing water is emptied.** In some 
parts of Bohemia, after a death, they turn the water-butt upside 
down, because if the ghost happened to bathe in it and any one 
, drank of it afterwards, be would be a dead man within the year.ft 
We can now appreciate the significance of the fact mentioned above, 
that in Greece the lustral water before the door of a house where a 
dead body lay, had always to be fetched from a neighbouring house. 
For if the water had been taken from the hoi^se of death, who 
could tell but that the ghost might be disporting himself in it?;(} 
In Pomerania, even after a burial, no washing is done in the bouse 
for some time, lest the dead man should be wet iu his grave.{§ 
Amongst the old Iranians no moisture was allowed to rest on the 
bread offered to the dead, for of course if the bread was damp, the 
ghost could not get at it.|||| 

Once more, we saw that lire was a great stumbling-block to 
ghosts. Hence in the Highlands of Scotland and in Burma the 
tires iu a house used always to be extinguished when a death toqk 
plade, no doubt lest they should burn the ghost.lTli So iu old Iran 

* Gray, China,'* i. p, 2S8. t Balaton, "Songs of the Ruaaian People,'* p. 321. 

t Grimm, ** Deutsche Mythologie,” iii. pp. 441, 464; Tettau u. Temme, p. 286; 
Grobmann, p. 198. § Grimm, ttid p. 469. . 

II Bastian, " Menscb," ii. p. 323. On the day of the funeral the Albanians refrain 
flrom sweeping the place on whi<^ the corpse lay. Hahn, Albanesische Stndien,** p. 162. 

IT Gardner, '*Fu^s of the World,'* i. p. 876. 

** Forb^ **Bmsh Burma," p. 96. ii Grobmann, § 193. 

tt Hence among the Jews all open vessels in the chamber of death were *'uncIeAi " 
(Ktifflben liz. 16). 

§§ Wuttica § 787. liil Spiegel, ^'Erinisohe Alterthomskande," iii. p. 706. 

1i^ Brand, ii p. 286; James Logan, '* The Scottish GaS],’* ii p. 387; Forbes," Biitish 
Burma,*' p. 91. 
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no firo was allowed to be used in the house finr nine days after a 
death,and in later times every fire in ^e Persian empire was 
extinguished in the interval between the dea^ and burial of a king.f 
It might perhaps be thought that the common practice of 
after a death was a direct consequence of this disuse of fire ; and there 
are facts which appear at first sight to show that it was so. Thus 
the Chinq^e, though they are not allowed to cook in the house for 
seven days after a death, are not prohibited from eating food which 
has been prepared elsewhere; indeed, during this period of mourn¬ 
ing their wants arc regularly supplied by their neighbours.^ From 
this it would appear that the prohibition only extends to food cooked 
in the house of mourniug. But this explanation will not suit the 
German superstition, that while the passing bell is tolling no one 
within hearing should eat,§ For here the prohibition evidently 
extends to all the food in the neighbourhood. The key to the solu* 
tion of this problem will perhaps be found in the Samoan usage. || 
We are told that in Samoa “ while a dead body is in the house, no 
food is eaten under the same roof; the family have their meals 
outside or in another house. Those who attended the deceased were 
formerly most careful not to handle food, end for days were fed by 
others as if they were helpless infants.^^ Observe here, firstly, that 
the objection is not to all eating, but only to eating under the same 
roof with the dcadj and, secondly, that those who have been in 
contact with the dead, may eat but may not touch their food. Now 
considering that the ghost could be cut, burned, drowned, bruised* 
with stones, and squeezed in a door (for it is a rule in Germany not 
to slam a door on Saturday for fear of jamming a ghost),If it seems 
not unreasonable to suppose that a ghost could be eaten, and if we 
make this supposition I venture to think that we have a clue to the 
origin of fasting after a death. People in fact originally refrained 
irom eating just in those circumstances in which they considered 
that they might possibly in eating have devoured a ghost. This sup¬ 
position explains why, so long as the corpse is in the house, the 
mourners may eat outside of the house but not in it'.^ Again, it 
explains why those who have been in contact with the dead and have 
not yet purified themselves (Let, have not yet placed a barrier between 
themselves and the ghost) are not allowed to touch the food they 
eat; obviously the ghost might be clinging to them and might be 
transferred from their person to the food, and so eaten. 

* Spiegol, Hid. p. 706. t Diodonti, xtu. o. 114. 

X Gray, ** China, ’ i. pp. 287-8. Cf. Apuleius, "Metam.,” ii.o. 24. Similarly amongat 
the Alb^ians taero is no cookioff in the house for three days after a death, and ue 
family is sapporied by the food brought by friends. Hahn, “Al^uesische Studien/* 
p. 161. So amongst the Cyclades, Brent, *‘Tbe Cyclades,” p. 221. ^ 
f W. Sonntag, ” Todtenbestattung,” p. 176. Similar superstition in New 
^‘Folk-lore Journal," ii. p. 24). 

II Turner, " Nineteen Years in Polynesia,” p. 228; cf. Taylor, “New Zealand, 163: 

Old New Zealand, by a Pakeba Maori," p. 124 aqq .; Ellis, ** Polynesian Besearcbeii." 
i. p. 402. t Wttttke, § 762. 
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This theory farther Oettoim mentioned 

above, that no one within' hearing most eat a^ile the< pawing b^’ls 
tolling. For the passing bell is rung when a soUl is issuing for thie 
iast time from its mortal tabernacle, and if any one in the hei^bbur- 
hood were at this moment to eat, who kno,wa bat that his tet^h 
might close on the passing soul. This ezpladation is .confirmed hy 
the companion superstition that no one should sleep while the passing 
bell is tolling, else will his sleep be the sleep of dfeath.’^ Put into 
primitive language, this means, that .as the soul quits the body in 
sleep, if it chanced in this its temporary absence to fall in with a 
soul that was taking its eternal flight, it might, perhaps, coaxed 
or bullied into accompanying it, and might thus convert what had 
been intended to be merely a ramble, into a journey to that bourne 
from which no traveller returns. 

All this time, however, Plutarch has been waiting for bis answer; 
but, perhaps, as he has already waited two thousand years, he will 
not object to be kept in suspense a very little longer. For the sake of 
brevity in what remains, I will omit all mention of the particular 
usages, upon a comparison pf which my answer is based, and will 
confine myself to stating in the briefest way their general result. 

We have seen the various devices which the ingenuity of early man 
struck out for the purpose of giving an iron welcome to the de.ad." 
In all of them, however, it was presupposed that the body was in the 
hands of the survivors, and had been by them securely buried; that 
was the first and most essential condition, and if it was not fulfilled 
no amount of secondary precautions would avail to bar the ghost. 

But what happened whcd‘ the body could not be found, as when 
the* roan died at sea or abroad ? Here the all-important question 
was, What could be done to lay the wandering ghost ? For wander 
he would, till his body was safe under the sod, and by supposition 
his body was not to be found. The case was a difficult one, but early 
man was equal to it. He buried the missing man in and 

according to all the laws of primitive logic, an effigy is every bit as 
good as its original.| Therefore, when a mun is buried in effigy 
with all due formality, that man is dead and buried beyond a doubt, 
and his ghost is as harmless as it is in the nature of ghosts to be. 

But it occasionally happened that this burial by proxy waa prema- 


* Sonntag, ihU,; cf. Wnttke, ^ 726. Id Scotland it waa aa old cnatom not to allow 
any one to sleep in the house where a sick person was at the point of death (C. Roj^rs, 
Social Life in Scotland,” i. p. 152). 

t The practice of burial in effigy prevailed in ancient Greece, Mexico, and Samoa, 

..1 j.... &iKani'« TnyiSa 

Samoa/’ 
_, 'Albanes- 

Isehe Stndien/’p. 152: Monier Williams, “Religious Thought and Life in India,” 
p. 800; Gray, ‘‘China,” i. p. 295. Compare Doolittle, “Social Life of the Chinese,” 
p. 161; ^nfeius, “ Metam.,” i. c. 6: Brent, “ The Cyclades,” pp. 228, 224; Servius 
onYiTga^JJn.,”vi. 36 e. ^ . rF » . 

I For evidence, see Tyler’s “ Early History of Mankind,” p. 116 aqg. 
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tore—that in fact the man was not really dead, and if he came home 
in person and positively declined to consider himself as deadj the 
question naturally arose, ^ras he alive, or 'vas he dead ? It was a 
delicate question, and the solution was ingenious. The man was 
dead, certainly—that was past praying for. But then he might be 
born again—he might take a new lease of life. And so it w%s; he 
was put .out to nurse, he was dressed in long clothes—in short, 
he went through all the stages of a second childhood.* But before 
he was eligible even for this pleasing experience, be had to over¬ 
come the initial difficulty of getting into his own house. For the 
door was as ghost-proof as fire and water could make it, and he was 
a ghost. As such, he had to do as ghosts do : in fact, not to put too 
fine a point on it, he had to come down the chimney.f And down 
the chimney he came—and this is an English answer to a Roman 
question. 

• PJutarcl), " Roin. Qurat./’ v. t Sce.tbe paifagcs cited in note ** to p. 116, 

'*. James G. Fbazee. 
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I N a season of comparatWe repose—repose at any rate compared 
tlic hurly-burly of one maxked by the descent upon the 
cricketing world of two foreign elevens, if we may use such a word 
of Australian brothers and American cousins—it may not be amiss 
to devote a thought to the progress that cricket has made in the last 
decade and is still making in the estimation of the English people, 
and to consider whether that progress has been for good or ill to 
them.^ Let it be granted that some out-door exercise is good for 
mind as well as body—and we think we can show that the progress 
has been for good—and indeed, we think we shall not be begging’ 
the question if without any extended argument we take that for 
granted. It is almost, if not quite, an axiom in England that our 
field sports and pastimes have done much towards teaching those who 
take part in them first to obey, perhaps eventually to command, and 
thereby helping to form those capabilities which go to make a gdod 
soldier of either the regular or citizen army. Again, pastimes serve good 
purpose in causing the young noblemen and gentlemen of England to 
rub shoulders with those who are lower than themselves in the social 
scale, but in the republic of the playground are, perhaps, their 
superiors, and so force upon the minds of the former a respect for 
industry, honesty, sobriety, and any other of the qualities that are 
necessary to produce an efficient athlete; feelings which but for 
these remarkable English pastimes might have never been developed, 
or even if so, would very possibly have been smothered under the 
weight of self-importance. Bemarkable then wc call them, and 
justifiably we think; for must not history take note of them ? And 
in ancient or modern history where is there mention of pastimes? 
Athletlfi sports, as understood in England—t.e., running and jumping, 
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and the brntal contests of the arena donhtlem receive tbe notice 
of the historian; but vhere is there mention of any pursuits of a 
character so innocent^ one would say so insignificant, if one did not 
know the attractions they have for many thousands in this and 
other English-speaking countries, as football and cricket ? 

. But let us confine our ^attention to cricket. Can the historian 
ignore what cricket has done towards bringing together the mother 
country and her Australian colcmies ? We think not, and therefore . 
we think ourselves justified in calling it a remarkable game, perhaps 
the most remarkable the world has ever seen. This fact at least 
is worthy of note, that practical colonial statesmen have not ignored, 
and do not ignore, that cricket can be a factor in creating amongst 
Englishmen an interest in those great oflshoots from the mother 
country. We are inclined to question whether the excitement in 
Australia has been greater over the transmission of a body of colonial 
troops to assist the mother country in the Soudan than it was over 
the successes of the first Australian Eleven that visited these shores. 
The theorist, however, may say, I grant you that some outdoor exer¬ 
cise is good and indeed necessary; but is there not a great waste of 
tifiie over such a game as cricket—time which would be much better 
spent in the consideration of such economic problems as might lead 
to solutions having a beneficial result for mankind ? ” Well, put¬ 
ting aside altogether the difficult problem whether the circulation of 
capital, and consequent employment of labour, which does rc;3uit from 
a game so universally pursued as cricket, is or is not of benefit to 
the community, we should be inclined to say, If the minds of 
those who take an active part in the game were devoted to nothing 
else, the answer might be in the affirmative.” But that is not the 
case. Let the theorist inquire among his friends, and not seldom 
will ho find that some athletic pursuit has exercised its sway over 
their earlier days. He will find perhaps that the millionaire, who 
ddVotes much of his thought and wealth to the improvement of his 
estate, and is an enthusiast on the subject of church architecture, was 
in his University Eleven; that the judge spends his leisuii evenings at 
Lord's j that the statesman pulled an oar in. his University Eight; 
that the rising barrister's name is celebrated in-tennis court annals; 
that the philanthropist, who spends his evenings with the poor, may 
occasionally be seen no inconspicuous figure in the football field, and 
that the hardest of bard-worked M.F.s was never beaten in the 
racquet court; and if he finds that answer to his inquires, perhaps he 
will admit that the field of athletics need not necessarily, and indeed 
seldom does, prevent the man who has been able to excel there to 
excel also in after years in graver pursuits. And, the greater cover¬ 
ing the less, he will find this applies also to cricket; for as the young 
gentteman who has been a distinguished figure in the cridcet-field 
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finds the graver duties of life Ibrcing themselvet on his atteution, he 
leaves the former for the latter, sot without u .hearted perhajd, but 
none the worse a man that the republic of the cxicketrfield has given 
him a closer acquaintance with all sorts and conditions of men, and 
with probably a practical knowledge of human nature that will serve 
him in good stead through life, which he might have acquired^with, 
difficulty, if at all, in the class-room or the study. . . 

So much for the effect of the national game on those who learn 
«it at school, practise it at college, and carry their enthusiasm ^r it 
to Lord's, the Oval, or the country cricket-field. They may be- num¬ 
bered by tens; but what is its influence bn the hundreds, nay thou¬ 
sands, who practise cricket on the village green, or in the neighbom*- 
hood of towns and cities seek in it a relaxation from tbe many toils 
imposed by civilization on a suffering humanity ? Has cricket done 
good to these, and is it doing them good ? Now here we have to 
start with an accomplished fact, which is that the English people 
are laying hold of the game more and more every year; an4 it would 
indeed be a serious thing if we had reason to believe that it brought 
them harm. 

It always was an essentially English game, supported by country 
gentlemen, and practised on village greens; but now that has taken 
an extended form. The splendidly appointed grounds which are 
to be found in or near every large town are supported by the 
sixpeneqa of the people. Ten years ago most county cricket clubs 
eked out an uncertain subsistence on the generosity of one or two 
patrons ; now the more wide-spread interest in the game gives them 
a more than sufficient income. Where hundreds dawdled up of an 
afternoon to sec a big match, now'^thousand$^ arrive early on the 
ground to secure a good place. Shall wc ever forget the curious 
sight presented to the astonished gaze of any one who chanced to 
pass round Kennington Oval in August, 1884, on the morning of the 
great match, England v, Australia. The backs of those standing or 
sitting in the outermost ring of spectators can be seen from the road 
that encircles the ground; and that morning it was as if each person 
had loaned out his back as an advertisement for one of the daily 
papers. They were being used as preventives igainst sunstroke, but 
one was immediately struck with the anxiety there must have been ta 
secure a coign of vantage to induce the earliest comers to sit in so 
hot a place. 

We can remember very well when Manchester cared nothing for 
cricket; now, if the crack bat of every local club, who manages to 
get fifty runs indifferently against moderate bowling, is not tried: for 
'^e county eleven, the unfortunate committee is besieged with Indig¬ 
nant protests, hinting broadly at favouritism, and demanding the 
’dismissal office of the captain and most of fbe committee. 
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Now, to Bome minds, doubtless, there is mnch that is absurd m 
all this; why should there be such excitement over three sticks and 
a bit of red leather ? Never mind the why, my theorist—accept it, 
and accept this too, that it is very much better that the teeming 
swarms of a city should be interested in something that will take 
L them into the open air, than that they should spend their time in a 
stuffy taproom, talking maudlin politics over beer and pipes, and 
losing more than the threepence or sixpeoce it would , cost them to 
obtain admittance to the cricket-ground over a game of all-foursj 
played with a dog's-eared pack of cards, or than that they should lounge 
away their afternoon in the heated alleys of the town. Politics I let 
them talk politics by all means in proper season; for Heaveu^s sake 
let them study the science, for in all conscience it is very necessary 
that the rulers of a country should understand it; but induce them 
also to come out of the courts, and the alleys, and the slums, into 
God’s air and sunshine, and they will not be worse politicians one 
bit; and, if you can get them out in the air, let them go and take 
part in, or look on at, one of our manly old English pastimes; they 
will get more good from it than from seeing half a dozen thorough¬ 
breds flash by a post once every balf-hour during an afternoon. 
Waste of time, again 1 Well, perhaps there is, if time is always to 
mea^ money. They will not be earning that; but will not every 
young aspirant to cricketing honours be treasuring up in his mind 
how Mr. Grace keeps that bat so straight over the leg-stvmp, and 
yet always seems to get the ball away to sbort-leg; or how years 
seem to make no didercuce to Mr. Hornby’s determination always 
to try his hardest; or how Feate goes on pitching the ball so near 
the same spot tbat^t last it Begins to look quite bare; and will he 
not be registering a solemn determination in his mind to try his best, 
in the hope of some day emulating these giants; and will you say that 
his time is wasted if he has been encouraged to try to do his best at 
softething—play it may be—but still at something ? We think not; 
at any rate, we believe he will be a better man for it, tmd that his 
work will not suffer because he has been encouraged to Mo his best 
at play. 

Let us not be misunderstood; this is no fanciful creation of a 
brain diseased by monomania. The people are every day showing a 
keener interest in athletics; and it becomes the duty of those who 
lead to endeavour to direct that interest and the energy it will 
develop into proper channels. But to be able to do so they must be 
prepared to hold their own. We fancy we see signs of dilettantism 
coming over young England in respect to cricket-—a disinclination 
to |o through the drudgery of the game, which alone can ensure 
eventual excellence, and a consequent hankering after the milder 
excitement of lawn tennis. We trust we are entirely wrong, 
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and tbat gentlemea Till coniiQUd tb be if not the 

superiors; of the professionals in . the cricket<^field. Whilst/that 
continues; the game will continue to be the pure game it 
IB; untouched by the lowering* tendencies of the betting-ring 
and its degrading accompaniments; it will remain a simple trial 
of skill and endurance; honoured by those who take part in dt..« 
and an honour to the country that has produced it. • ^ut once 
let the former, class begin to lose their proficiency at it, and tfa^ 
will drop back into the inferior position of patrons; they will 
no longer lead; they will barely encourage; the betting-ring will 
insert its foot; will little by little gain an ascendancy, and the 
question; Has the encouragement of cricket as a pursuit for the 
people any advantages?" may then, when put, receive.a different 
answer to that which it is entitled to at the present day. 

Harkis, 



CONTEMPORARY LIFE AND THOUGHT 

IN FRANCE. . 


y lCTOR HUGO is dead. This is the event of the last six months— 
if the importance of an event is to be measured by the feelin^ it 
creates. Not only in literary and political circles, not only in Paris 
itself, but throughout the whole of France, from the workshop to the 
Academy, from the salon to the garret, all other objects, all other 
cares have been giving way to the one idea, Victor Hugo is dying, 

“ Viftor Hugo is dead." There was no more talk of the new Govern¬ 
ment, nor of Tonquin, nor of Afghanistan, nor of the Exhibition, nor 
of M. Zola^a '' Germinal; " we talked of nothing but Victor Hugo's 
illness—and the blank left by his death. Not even in the last moments 
of Thiers or of Gambetta were the bulletins waited for with such 
anxiety; and the funeral of Victor Hugo can only be compared with 
the return of the remains of the first Napoleon. 

All this, emotion,* this intensity of grief and enthusiasm, might 
surprise the mere spectator, might seem to him an exaggeration, even 
an affectation. He might think that Lamartine was as great a poet, 
and a greater politician; that he exerted a stronger influence on the 
min^ls of his pontemporaries; that he had more ideas, more original 
ideas, more profound ideas, than Victor Hugo; and yet ^obody took 
any notice of Lamartine's death. He might think thA in prose 
Michelet was the greater writer; and yet the funeral honours rendered 
to him, solemn and touching as they were, were nothing in comparison 
to these. Hci might think of the consummate art with which the 
friends of Victor Hugo have exploited his genius and puffed his claims; 
and he might ask himself whether all this is not a little stag^, whether 
there is not something in it of that sort of factitious notoriety which 
is BO easily set going by those who have command of the press. 

Yet'he would not be right in thinking all this. It is true, no doubt, 
that in the honours paid to Victor Hugo, in the expression given to 
the general emotion, there was something of that instinct of display 
by which Frenchmen are always unconsciously carried away; there 
was also a good deal of national vanity—a‘wish to glorify Prance by 
glorifying Victor Hugo; but none the less the feeling was profound 
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and tlie enthusiasm genuine* And 1 will add that the homage was 
not unmerited. * ' 

In judging a great writer we. have to take account not only of His 
purely literary qualities, but also of the part he played *as a man, the ' 
thing he stood for to his country and his contemporaries. No one 
would think of comparing Voltaire as a dramatic poet to Rapine, as a 
philosopher to Descartes, as an his.torian to Montesquieu; yet Voltaire 
exerted such an influence on the age he lived in, he was so true an 
incarnation of the spirit of his time, he did so much to make France 
splendid in the eyes of Europe, that we rightly place his name above 
that of. Descartes, of Racine, and of Montesquieu. In the same Way, 
the fame of Victor Hugo does not rest on the mere beauty of his 
written works, hut on the place he filled, on the influeoce, political as 
well as literary, of his life itself, to which circumstances gave a 
peculiar grandeur and a symbolic import. 

Born in J802, buried in 1885, Victor Hugo almost fills the century. 
He was just passing out of childhood when France, after the fall of 
the First Empire, was entering on her double renascence, political and 
literary; he dies at a moment when the weary century, bereaved of 
all its greatest men, seems dropping into senile drowsiness. After having 
astonished the Academicians of 1817 byhis precocious talent,he lived to 
astonish a younger generation, almost eighty years later, by the spectacle 
of a physical and intellectual vigour which age seemed unable to abate. 
Since he was, without dispute, the most illustrious of living poets, not 
only in France but in all Europe, he ended by becoming a sort of 
national monument. By common consent, no harsh judgment or 
disrespectful criticism was brought to bear upon him; it was thought 
just and well that the man who had thus honoured his country should 
be left in his latter days to the undisturbed enjoyment of his peacefal 
laurels. This conspiracy of reverence and admiration, together with 
the idolatrous worship of a few devotees (such as Paul de Saint Victor, 
whose posthumous work, “ Victor Hugo,” lately published, is one 
long dUhyramb; or the editors of the ‘a Journal started by 

Hugo to the honour and glory of Hugo), ended by giving the poet, even 
in the eyes of the most ignorant classes, a place apart, as a sort of 
demigod. He was canonized during his own lifetime. 

The very phases of his history lent themselves to this apotheosi8**of 
Victor Hugo. They symbolized those of the life of France herself iu 
,the nineteenth century. Emphatically an objective poet, he poured 
into his verse not his own soul, his own feelings, his own thought, but 
the common emotions of humanity, the splendours of Nature, the 
action of history, the changing mood of modern France. He himself 
compared himself to a “ sonorous echo set in the midst of things to 
vibrate to every sound and shock. And as there is no glory of his 
cou^ry that he has not proclaimed, no passion that he has not 
expressed, so there is no party which does not find something in him 
to admire, which does not put forward some claim to him, The son 
of a soldier of the Republic''and the Empire, and of a Legitimist lady 
of La Vendde, he is, as it were, the synthesis of the two tendencies 
which divide modern France. First he sings the Bourbon rule; then, 
with the Liberals of the Restoration, the imperial conquests, and the 
l^ndary figure of Napoleon: he is at the head of the Romantic 
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moTeroent, in which neo-Catholicism and Medievalism mingle with 
revplntionary demands for liberty in art. After 1880 he 'belongs to 
the ranks of the Orleanist Liberals, and is made a peer of France, 
while Lamartine is one of the chiefs of the Democratic Left. In 1S43 
his old Napoleonist proclivities make him a partisan of Prince Louis 
Bonaparte; but the moment Louis Bonaparte aspires to the Dictator¬ 
ship he turns against him, and dings himself.with all his ardour into 
the ranks ^f the Kepublican party, there to remain till death. In 
very truth he had long been one of them. From the time of the 
Kestoration a breath of revolution breathes through his plays! lu 
" Hernani,” in “Marion Delorme,^' in “ Buy Bias,” it is the insur¬ 
gents, the conspirators, the underlings who take the sympathies of the 
spectator; through their mouth the poet puts forth the popular claims 
and scourges the crimes of royalty and its ministers. The Romanticism 
of Hugo was no mere literary tlieory, no mere revival of medimvalism, 
with its copihination of the comic and the tragic; it was a moremsnt 
of pity for the poor, the lowly, the deformed, even the wicked, before 
whom he was setting an open door in a political as well as a literary 
sense. From his earliest years Victor Hugo had at heart that “ pitie 
supreme” of which he sang in the hour of death; he was from the 
first the opponent of capital punishment, the advocate of mercy, and 
implicitly, by his love of the masses, the partisan of universal suffrage. 
It was the very same element in his character which made him the 
poet of Napoleon, whom he regarded as the incarnation of a people, 
and the champion of the defeated Communists. This love for the 
rebel tfnd the oppressed, for the nations as against their masters, made 
him the apostle of Greek, and Polish, and Italian independence. Here 
again he stood in the foremost rank of Liberalism. 

But what put the finishing touch to the fortunes of Hugo was his 
opposition to the Empire in the Assemblies of 1850 and 1851, followed 
by his exile in Guernsey. In his “ Napoleon le Petit,” in his 
“ Chfltiments —the finest of his works—in the solemn oath he took 
and kept to return <to France no more .till the Empire should have 
fallen, he stands on his rock like the figure of the Commander, warning 
the imperial Don Juan of the approaching day of Divine vengeance. 
The rock of Guernsey became to the public imagination the antithesis 
ofHhe rock of St. Helena; and the Republic was to come back- with 
Victor ^Hugb, as the Empire had come back with the ashes of 
Napoleon. , l 

The Empire fell. Victor Hugo, faithful to his word, returned to 
take his share in the sufferings and dangers of beleaguered Faria. 
From that time forward he lived among ns, surrounded by the admira-. 
tion and respect of all, as the representative of the literary epoch just 
passing away, and as a sort of living impersonation of Republican and 
Democratic principles. And yet this very impersonation presenjjpd a 
sort of contradiction to the Democratic idea; for the almost servile 
adulation he received was itself a striking evidence of the persistent 
tendency of mankind to make to itself h^oes, kings, and gods. 

The question whether the importance of his literary work at &11 
equals that of his personal influence, is one that every one must 
answer for himself; but however much or however little sympathy 
may be felt for the character and style of his work, it must be admitted 
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that Jie will h*old a very distingnished place in the literary history of 
the nineteenth centory. His most indhpu^ble merit is that,of havilg 
brought a renovating influence to bear on the form and language of 
French poetry. He has at once enriched our literature with new 
forms—rgoing further back than the seventeenth century, to the varied 
lyric forms of the fifteenth and sixteenth—mid our poetic vocabulary 
with new words, by fearlessly introducing a crowd of terms which had 
hitherto been considered too familiar or too technical; and at the. 
same time he has rendered versification both freer and more precise 
by giving greater importance, variety, and richness to the rhyme, and 
by disregarding the rules hitherto accepted as to the cesura and the 
termination of the sense with the line. All our poets of the last fifty 
years are agreed in honouring Victor Hugo as the restorer of Famous, 
as a benefactor wlio has bequeathed to them an incomparable instru¬ 
ment, who has not only renewed the strings of the Franch lyre, but 
added to their number. They call him *' the Father.'* That he has 
himself in other ways done much to injure the language, by forcing 
its tones and hues, by the abuse of certain words, by the multiplica¬ 
tion of autitheses, and by giving way to exaggeration and to declama* 
tion, every man of taste must admit; but these defects of genius must 
not make us ungrateful for services rendered. 

If Victor Hugo shares with no one the honour of this resuscitation 
of French poetic forms, he cannot in the same way advance an 
exclusive claim to the honour of having created the Romantic move¬ 
ment ; but in this movement also he undoubtedly played the principal 
part. As early as 1824-, in the prefaces to “Cromwell” and “Les 
Orieutales,” he traced its outline; and all the most illustrious 
Bomanticists—Dumas, Ste. Beuve, Theopbile Gauthier—have acknow¬ 
ledged him as the head of the school. If Madame de Stael and 
Chauteaubriand were the true originators of the movement, if 
Lamartine and Balzac and George Sand exerdsed, both in poetry and 
fletiqn, an influence comparable to his, it was none the less Victor 
Hugo who first formulated the principles of the new literature. Some 
of these principles—as, for instance, the theory of the grotesque—are 
by no means incontestable, and in a general p^ay it may be said that 
the Romantic school, as a school of literature, ended in an abortion^ 
or at least fell into rapid decay; but its general tendencies triumphed, 
and in that triumph Victor Hugo himself counted for much. These 
general tendencies were to the abandonment of the old literary 
methods and so-called classic rules, to liberty and spontaneity in art, 
to the free combination of the tragic with the comic, the epic with the 
lyrical, and the lyrical with the satirical; to the renunciation of the 
‘‘ unities ” of Aristotle, and the unrestricted choice of subjects belong¬ 
ing to all times and countries; to the study of individual truth and 
local colour, instead of the exclusive study of general truth and 
universal types of feeling; to the widening of the intellectual horizon 
by an acquaintance with foreign and no longer only with classic 
literatures; to the endeavour to repossess ourselves, by the study of 
the Middle Ages, of the sources of our national existence. By these 
sound and legitimate aims, by this noble and successful effort, 
Komanticiym, in spite of all that was exaggerated and superficial and 
unnatural in some of its productions, has come to be associated with 
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all the beat literary work of the century, with the re-creation of history 
b/ Thieriy and Michelet, with all recent research into the history 
and literature of the Middle Ages and of foreign countries, and with 
the modern forms of fiction and poetry. Victor Hugo was never, 
properly speaking, an historian; but as a novelist and a poet, epic or 
wmatic, he has done historical work. That his history was always 
true, I will not venture to say, Hugo is not a critic, not even a man 
of learning; he had little regard for science, and from this point of 
view was utterly out of harmony with the spirit of the age; but he 
was a seer, and the force of his imagination rc-iuvested with life the 
epochs and persons of the past. 

And here we touch on the really great and original thing in him— 
his epic genius. Ills dramatic genius may be disputed, for his read¬ 
ing of character is superficial—his people .speak all alike, and his sub¬ 
jects arc more strange than touching. In lyric art we may rank him 
below a poet like Shelley, whose verse reveals a mind of rare sensi¬ 
bility and nobleness, while by the magic of his words he Hashes upon 
us the intuition of the mystery of life, of ^Nature, and of the infinite. 
We may feel his philosophy both vague and meagre in comparison with 
the emotional subtlety of a Sully Prudhomme. But Victor Hugo has 
given France an epic literature. He has once more given the lie to 
the reiterated assertion, that Frenchmen have not the epic faculty. 
He has added a link to the interrupted chain of French epic poetry, 
which stretches bank from him through Agrippa d'Aubigne to the 
great poems of the Middle Ages, The finest o-f liis plays—“ Les Bur- 
graves^*—is an epopee; the finest thing in the " CliAtimeuts”—“ L'Expia- 
tion"—is .composed of four fragments of epic poetry; the ^'Legendc 
dcs Sifecles” is a scries of medijeval epics; his very lyrics have the epic 
march j and it is no exaggeration tasay that “Notre Dame deParis," 
“Les Miserabics,” “Les Travaillcurs de la Mer," “L'llomme qui 
Bit,” and " Quatre-vingt-treize are so many prose epics. Tosthe 
service of this epic genius he brings the richest, the most glowing, the 
most forceful, the most superb imagination. Others have spoken to 
the mind and heart in language more touching, more melting, more 
melodious; no one has startled the sense with images so vivid and so 
unexpected. . His visions arc hallucinations which give reality to the 
fmpossible. Ilis kind-heartedness, his sympathy for the masses and 
for the unfortunate, lends to his epic creations a profoundly human 
character; they arc not marbles and bronzes, like the heroes of Lcjp mte 
de I'Jsle—they are men of heroic size. The very simplicity of'his 
thoughts and feelings, what his detractors call his commouplaceness, 
has helped to make him accessible to those who care little for poetry 
generally, and to earn for him that popularity whicli he so ardently— 
too ardently—coveted, and which, of all writers who have ever lived, 
he perhaps possessed in the most eminent degree. 

Victor Hngo has given much to his century; he has also been its 
most emphatic exponent. It has sometimes been said that he was an 
isolated phenomenon, that he had nothing in common with the true 
French genius—with its measure, its harmony, its grace, its soft 
brilliancy, its disdain of bombast and bluster and bad taste. The 
criticism has not much in it. Even in the past, this definition of our 
native genius applied, after all, to a very small number of writers. 
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Corneille was no more measurtid ihan' Hugo; we fl&d plenty of bad 
taste andrhodomontade in the sixteenth cefitnry, and at the banning 
of the Seventeenth, and in Diderot, And Isesides, otir democratic 
France of the nineteenth century is not the old France; she has 
changed her mind in literature as well as ip politics and religion. If 
a poet like Musset belongs, by one side of him, to the old classic line, 
men like Ijamartine on the one hand and Baudelaire on the other are 
purely modern phenomena; and Victor Hugo, with his en^hasis, his 
Cyclopean mirth, his vague religiousness, his tender-hearted socialism, 
his credulous humanitarianism, his ‘political syncretism, and his 
visionary history, appears to me an authentic product Of that haif- 
harbarous, democratised, restless France, beaten about by every wind 
of doctrine, yet always generous, proud of her past, and hopeful in her 
civilizing mission, which has been bequeathed to us b/thc Kcvolution. 

This fVancc is to-day divided by hostile passions. Even the death 
of Hugo, which united so ihany hearts in one common mourning, itself 
afforded 'an occasion for the manifestation of these passions. The 
funeral arrangements indeed, which were of unexampled magnificence, 
were carried out in perfect order in the presence of a concourse of 
people such as Paris has hardly cvfirwitnesscd; but it cannot be forgotten 
that anarchists and revolutionists had threatened to create a disturbance 
by parading the red flag; that a week before, at the commemoration of 
the ^dfth of May, they had actually provoked a sanguinary conflict with 
the police at Perc Lacliaisc; and that the Catholics have been deeply 
offended by the decree which has once more deprived them of the 
church of Ste. Genevieve, to make it again, as in 1792 and 1831, the 
Pantheon of the nation. A sti'ange Pantheon, indeed—as near the 
gibbet and the Seine as the Capitol was to the Tarpeian Bock; for 
neither Voltaire, nor Rousseau, nor Mirabeau was long permitted to 
enjoy the shelter of its solemn asylum. The Archbishop of Paris 
entered his protest against the decree; all the Catholic schools forbade 
their pupils to watch the procession; and amongst ^hose who urged 
that the Pantheon should bo opened for Victor Hugo, there were 
some who thought less of honouring the poet than of insulting the 
Church. 

The profound division of feeling which at present exists in th^ 
country gives an enhanced importance to the coming elections, which 
are to take place, most likely, in August or September. The elections 
will be by serwtin de listOt according to the law lately passed by both 
Chambers, which also increases the number of deputies—already too 
large—by about fifty, bringing it up to about 570. The serwtin de listSt 
which requires every elector to vote for a list comprising all the 
(leputies^br the department, diminishes the pressure of personal in¬ 
fluence, but adds immensely to the scope of political passions. It is 
an advantage and a disadvantage: an advantage, because the deputies 
will be less tied to mere local interests, and will look at things from a 
broader point of view, and also bcctiuse the names upon the list must 
be names known throughout the whole department, and therefore of a 
certain standing; but also a disadvantage, because*the electorate, 
always more or less blind and leadable, is sure to become still more so 
under the new system. It must obey something : it obeys the news¬ 
papers, it obeys its ringleaders; it obeys most of all its ungovemed 
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impnlsee. Under tlie scrutin de l^st^ the force of every current of 
popular opinion will be so augmented that the whole aspect of the 
representation of the country may be changed in a single day. An 
election by scvutin de Uste the day^ after the loss of Lang Son might 
have put the reins of government into the hands of the reactionaries, 
or the Radicals. 

"With universal suffrage and the semtin de liste it is inevitable that, 
unless wC are to give ourselves over to the chapter of accidents, the 
elections must turn, not on questions of principle, of which the populace 
cannot judge, but on the Ministerial question—that is to say, on 
the question of persons. Universal suffrage may be capable, if need 
be, of deciding whether it prefers to be governed by M. Ferry or 
M. Brisson; but it can offer no opinion on free trade or the separation 
of Church and State. From this point of view the Ferry Government 
has been most unfortunate. If the elections had been in their hands, 
the question before the electors would have' been the maintenance or 
the overthrow of the Cabinet, and M. Ferry would have known exactly 
what to expect from his friends and his foes. If he had triumphed, 
he would have had a solid majority with which to carry on the Govern¬ 
ment. The Ministry of M. Brisson is a stop-gap Ministry, without 
unity of purpose, called into existence for the sole object of keeping 
M. Ferry out till the elections are over. No one will come before the 
electors as a partisan of the Brisson Cabinet. The battle will have to 
be fought out on the programme; and the Royalists and extreme 
Radicals, who have the advantage of a very simple programme, and who 
flatter certain popular passions, may hope to carry the day in many 
places where tlicy have hitherto been in a minority. 

The fall of M. Ferry was due to the merest accident; but it must 
be admitted that such an accident could never have happened if there 
had been a real Government majority in the Chamber, united by 
common principles and loyal confidence, instead of a chance majority 
united by nothing but its electoral interests. On Saturday, the 30th 
of March, the inlerpellation on the affairs of Tonquin found M. Ferry 
with his majority still at his back; but it was clear that Tonquin was 
weighing heavy on their minds, and that as election time drew nearer 
they were growing more and more anxious to throw the responsibility 
of it upon, some other shoulders than their own. Indeed, it had been 
so from the first. They were delighted tliat he should undertake the 
expedition, they were even disposed to blame him for hesitatipi and 
timidity; but they did not want to have war otffcially declared; they 
wished the Government, by skilful reticence, to keep all responsibility 
to itself till the time should come when every deputy might say to his 
constituents, “ See what a fine colony I have given you,*' or might 
say, " It is no fault of mine; the Government never consulted me." 
Now, M. Ferry’s strength lay precisely in his independence qf all the 
parliamentary groups, which made it possible for him to have a policy 
of his own, and a serious and consecutive policy; but here also lay his 
weakness, for the moment the majority ceased to see in him the pledge 
of its own security at the elections, it deserted him without the 
slightest hesitation. 

On Sunday, March 31, came the news of the deplorable retreat from 
Lang Son. Then followed one of those curious bursts of infatuation 
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to which the Freach nation, with its eatremo nerrOua eaoitability, ia so 
peculiariy liable, and which the telegraph now flashes from one end of 
the globe to the other with the speed of lightning. It was the natural 
consequence of an exaggerated confldence—the confidence of the 
majority in the stability and conduct of the Qoremment, of the 
Government in the support of the majority; ^e confidence of every¬ 
body that we should soon come to an end of Chinese resistance; the 
rash confidence of General N^grier, who need never have gone fighting 
beyond Lang Scu^. To this unreasonable confidence succeeds a no less 
unreasonable panic; the troops at Lang Son take to their heels with 
nobody behind them, because General N^grier is wounded ; Colonel 
Herbinger orders a perfectly needless retreat; the Commander-in-Chief, 
Erihre de I'Isle, hastens to telegraph home a communication which he 
has not verified, and which represents all as lost; the Government 
publishes the news forthwith, orders the evacuation of Formosa, and 
has not so much as the courage to defend its own conduct and policy 
in the Chamber next day ; the supporters of the Government lose their 
heads altogether, and advise its resigning^witbout waiting for a vote of 
the Chamber; the Moderates, like M. Ribot, lend their aid to over¬ 
throw it, without realizing that they are playing into the hands of the 
Radicals; the populace and the newspapers respectively demand the 
immediate sending of 50,000 men to the Chinese capital, and the imme¬ 
diate recall of the troops and evacuation of Tonquin. No one can 
have witnessed this panic, no one can have seen the irrational excite¬ 
ment of men like MM. Ribot and Clcmenceau and Raoul Duval over 
this insignificant incident, and heard the crowd yelling its applause for 
M. Paul de Cassagnac, M. Rochefort, and Marshal MacMahon, without 
trembling at the want of moral equilibrium which this occurrence has 
brought to light. 

All this agitation was the more deplorable because it really was not 
quite sincere. The Chamber professed to be in despair about the situa¬ 
tion of our army in Tonquin ; it was really in despair about the effect 
of the news on the coming elections. The only thing to be done was to 
throw it all on M. Ferry, and to make him the scapegoat of the 
majority. It was his weakness; it was his imprudence; he had not 
dealt frankly with Parliament. This was the cry; and out of all the 
three hundred deputies who had been applauding him for the last two* 
years, there was not one to take up his defence. Nay, more; in the 
hope that M. de Freycinet would form a Ministry from the ranks of 
the Republican Union, they wanted M. Ferry to 'retire of his own 
accord, a self-convicted criminal. He had the sense and firmness to 
refuse. He iell with dignity; and he left behind him a political 
situation which designates him as the only possible leader of a mode¬ 
rate Republican GovCrntnent. 

Hardly was his fall completed when circumstances began to avenge 
him. The majority which had deserted him was not long in discover¬ 
ing that it had simply destroyed a most advantageous electoral plat¬ 
form. The preliminaries of peace with China were signed before the 
new Ministry was even constituted ; and M. Ferry, driven from office 
by a momentary defeat in Tonquin, was found to have actually secured 
Tonquin to the French nation. As to the formation of the new 
Ministr}', the negotiations for it were the strangest of comedies. The 
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Badioals would not endure a single member of the outgoing Ministry, 
nor a single deputy known for his sympathies with. M. Ferry; and as 
it was at the same time impossible to get a minority* without the votes 
of the Republican Union, it was necessary to find men of no party in 
particular, who should make up their minds beforehand to do nothing, 
since the moment they began to act in one way or another, they 
were sure to be turned dut. 

In the,first place, M. Brisson had to be induced to exchange the 
Presidency of the Chamber for that of the Council. It was a real 
sacrifice, because the position he had held was an impregnable one, 
above all parties and friendly to all, and it pointed clearly to the Presi¬ 
dency of the Republic in 1886. As Prime Minister, he runs the risk 
of losing his popularity and making enemies. A Jacobin by character 
and principles, a man of almost haughty integrity and of clearly defined 
though narrow views, he can hardly feel much at home in the midst of 
these lean and hungry electoral appetites and this Parliamentary 
anarchy; but the requirements of his candidature for the Presidency 
of the Republic will ensure his effacing himself as much ns possible. 
M. Allain-Targd is an old Gambettist Minister, turned lladica) by the 
fall of Gambetta, M. de Freycinet is the very opposite of M. Brisson; 
he is as supple as M. Brisson is stiff; he is a man of the Directory 
beside a man of the Convention. He has long been labouring for the 
defeat of the Ferry Government, and he is the real head of the Cabinet. 
But he will not do anything, any more than M. Brisson. If 
M. Brisson represents ideas he cannot dream of applying, M. de Frey- 
ciuet represents no distinct political idea at alL He has worked with 
Gambetta, witli M, Waddiiigton, with M. Ferry. Ndbody knows 
what he is, what he thinks, or what he wishes; but he likes to be a 
Cabinet Minister, and he speaks to admiration. His policy is a 
negative policy, all half-measures and concessions and postponements; 
it is a weakening and demoralizing policy, for France ought to know 
where she is going and what is being done with her, M. Goblet, 
the Minister of* Public Instruction, is a man of character and 
intelligence; ho is honest, and very liberal in liis views, with a perhaps 
excessive dislike of centralization. His presence in a Cabinet of 
M. Brissou's is an absurdity; but what does it signify when the 
Cabinet is there to do nothing ? It is only holding the post against 
M. Ferry. ; 

They will do just as much as cannot be left undone. Th^^|will 
pass the budget pretty much as it was prepared by the late Govern¬ 
ment. They have already passed the second reading of the Army 
Recruitment Bill, making three years' service compulsory for all alike, 
-^an absurd and impracticable law, which is only being passed to 
satisfy the levelling instinct in the constituencies, and with the 
certainty of its never being applied, since the Senate will not have 
time to deal with it before the dissolution, and if it had, would have 
the good sense and patriotism to throw it out. The law for the 
transportation of convicts has also been passed. The principle of this 
taw has been much disputed. It has been maintained that transpor¬ 
tation was much more costly than a well-managed system of conmie- 
ment, and that to send the criminals to unhealthy colonies was to 
impose on them a penalty disproportionate to their crimes. Never- 
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thelesB, the abaolute seceanty of relieyibg France^ and especially 
Paris, of tho roughs that infest it/ has silenora all other considerations, 
juridical, economic, or humane. The horrible crimes that are 
constantly being committed'^like those of Gamahut, who strangled 
Madame Bollerich for a miserable gain, and Marchandon, who led a 
luxurious life at Compi^gne, and murdered the lady whose service he 
had entered in Paris—the'even more odious usurpation of the Paris 
pavement by a vile crowd of bullies and sharpers—have«rou8ed in 
favour of the Edcidivist Bill such a movement of public opinion as the 
Senate itself has not ventured to withstand.* , 

As a matter of fact, the new Ministry will have done nothing but 
liquidate tlie inheritance of the old; for it was unfortunately M. 
Perrys Government that passed the ftrst reading of the Recruitment. 
Bill, and that carried the Recidivist Bill prepared by the Government 
of Gambetta. The peace with China, the treaty of annexation of Cam¬ 
bodia, the treaty of commerce with Burmah, all these are legacies of 
the Ferry Government. In the Suez Canal conference and in Egypt, 
M. de Freycinet, perhaps against his will, has followed implicitly the 
policy of his predecessor. 

This collapse of the Government, under such abnormal circumstances, 
leaves us at liberty to form an estimate of M. Ferry^s political cha¬ 
racter and career. At three points he appears to me to have shown 
a real superiority, and to have made good his claim to be considered' 
a true statesman. In the first place, he has given a new start to 
public instruction—a start it cannot now lose; and in a levelling demo- 
vCracy like that of France, this development of schools of all grades 
—however niuch its rapidity may have been regretted from a finan¬ 
cial point of view—was absolutely necessary if we are to meet 
Germany on an equal intellectual footing. In the second place, M. 
Ferry, notwithstanding some faults of detail, has in his foreign policy 
pursued a line of conduct marked not only by political wisdom, but 
by a certain greatness. He dame to tho head of affairs at a moment 
when Egypt bad been abandoned, and when wc wefc already involved 
in Tonquiii, in Madagascar, and on the Congo. He pursued these 
enterprises as energetically as the temper of the Chambers and 
the national resources would allow; above all, he used these colonial 
questions—as be used the affairs of Egypt—not only as a means of i^- 
gaining for France her place iu the European concert, but as a means 
of constituting her the representative and interpreter of European 
interests. To say that M. Ferry has made himself the tool of Bis- 
marckian tactics is to speak unjustly, if not insincerely. M. Ferry 
adopted the only attitude worthy of the country after her misfortunes, 
—that of seeking to protect the general interests of the European 
powers. This at least is certain, that during these two years of a very 
clear and wide-awake foreign policy, the same in Egypt, in Tonquin, 
at the Berlin conference, at the Paris conference, France has gained 
credit not only with the Governments of Europe, but with the Oriental 
nations. It might no doubt have been possible for France, while re¬ 
taining this attitude of disinterested integrity, to stand on a more 
friendly footing with England, and in some ways to associate her 
interests with hers; but unfortunately, ever since 1870, England has- 
constantly followed the traditions and hei^editary impulses of an out- 
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vorn policy^ and has seen in France an imaginary rival, when it is from 
Germany alone that she can really have anytiiinff to Tear. 

The third point on which M. Ferry has proved himself a statesman 
is this—that he has been able during th'ese two years to create and 
keep together a Government majority, to take the responsibility of his 
own acts and opinions, and to make the country feel that its course 
was directed by able men, who knew what they were about; and 
further, that he had the courage to break with the extreme Republican 
Left. M. Ferry has been constantly at the breach; he has been the 
personification of his whole Ministry; he has been—he and Gambetta 
alone, and he more than Gambetta—a true Prime Minister of the 
Republic. ^ * 

Not that he has been faultless in his Ministry. Some of his mistakes 
may be due to circumstances; for some he must himself be held 
responsible. The most serious charge I have to bring against him is 
that in home affairs he has too much followed a policy of expediency, 
without fixed principles. When once he had t^cn a resolution, be 
maintained it vigorously enough; but often he allowed himself to be 
decided by circumstances and the mood of the Chamber, some¬ 
times against his own better judgment. He inserted Article 7 and 
executed the decrees without being under any illusion as to their 
moral or practical worth; he allowed the passing of the law on the 
reconstitution of the magistracy, though he knew it to be a bad one, in 
order to avoid,a worse; and he offered no opposition to the Recruitment 
Bill, which was plainly abominable, in the conviction that if passed it 
could never be carried out. He was then steadily pursuing his 
educational projects and his diplomatic negotiations, and he made 
these concessions because he thought them necessary to keep his 
majority intact; but 1 think it was a mistake. It was a mistake, 
because he thus lost credit with the moderate men who were his true 
partisans; and it was a mistake because he was stronger in the 
Chamber than he thought himself, and if he had spoken more plainly 
to the deputies thdjr would probably have followed him. But, unfortu¬ 
nately, he had been brought into power by a party which was not strictly 
his own, the Qambettist party, and he had been obliged to accept 
their programme. Besides, in matters of home policy he seems to be 
wanting in fixed ideas. Whether on social questions, or on financial 
and econom*ic questions, or on the question of decentralization, he 
seems to allow himself to be guided rather by the convenience the 
moment than by any definite plan or even tendency. In a general 
way he opposed the excesses of the Radicals, but that in itself 
does not make a policy. He had too much faith. in parliamentary 
tactics, in a policy of the lobbies, in the necessity of keeping his 
majority together by a series of compromises and concessions. In my 
opinion, he was strong pnougb to have imposed his will on the 
m^ority; and I believe that none but a Minister enjoying a great 
personal ascendancy, and using that ascendancy in a somewhat 
authoritative manner, can counteract the abuses of parliamentary 
government. These abuses have grown to such a height in France— 
Hie Chamber of Deputies has given such lamentable proofs of its want 
• of cohesion and its indifference to the great interests of the country— 
that, if some remedy be not soon found, public opinion will rise and 
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condemn a form of government which tends to loosen all the joints 
of the administration, and to end in political indecision and financial 
recklessness. 

This last has been one of the faults of M. Ferry. He is not person¬ 
ally responsible for the excessive expenditure which has thrown our 
budgets into confusion; and the panic of 188$^ added unexpected 
difficulties to a financial crisis complicated by a commercial and indus¬ 
trial crisis taging all over Europe. But M. Ferry wafi wrong in not 
treating the financial situation more seriously, in not setting himself 
to find a remedy for it, and in leaving the Ministry of Finance in the 
hands of an honest'but incapable man, M. Tirard. M. Ldon Say has 
pointed out, in a remarkable article in the Revue dee Deux Mondee, 
how all the traditional principles of our financial organization have 
been abandoned, and how the present extraordinary budget is creating 
an ever-increasing deficit. 

This habit of M. Ferry’s, of falling *too easily into a hand-to- 
mouth policy, and of showing himself too docile to every impulse of 
the Chamber, has also led him into some mistakes in the matter of 
Tonquin. These mistakes have been mainly two: that of having too 
long delayed the sending of a sufficient force to Tonquin, for fear of 
disquieting the country by the demand for soldiers and the Chamber 
by the demand for funds; .and that of having, after the affair at Bac 
Le, pursued an impossible vengeance, and wasted both men and money 
for the sake of nothing but the treaty of Tien-tsin and a very false 
notion of national honour. And yet, in spite of these faults and 
errors, M. Ferry will have one of the most honourable pages in our 
parliamentary history. His name will be always associated with edu¬ 
cational reform, with the organization of our protectorate in Tunis, 
and with the creation of our colonics in Tonquin and on the Congo. 
With this he may console himself for the defeat of the 1st of April, when 
the deputies duped themselves, and, for fear of being sacrificed by the 
electors, sacrificed the only person who could have saved them. 

The conclusiou of peace with China, notwithstanding the unfavour¬ 
able conditions under which it took place, was greeted with a sigh of 
relief, for it makes room for pressing questions of finance and com¬ 
merce and agriculture. The crisis does not seem to have had the 
exceptional gravity which was attached to it last winter; the distress 
of the labouring classes does not seem to have gone on increasing. 
The attempts of the Anarchists to stir them up seem to meet with no 
more response than before. And yet the industrial and especially the 
agricultural situation is one of great urgency. The taxes on cereals 
and cattle imposed by the Chamber are rather an electoral than a 
practical relief. Unhappily the agricultural crisis is really dependent 
on the depopulation of‘the country^or rather on the absence of any 
increase of population, so that production is gaining on consumption; 
on the ignorance of the cultivator, who will not improve his methods; 
and on the demoralization of the labourer, whose demand for wages 
rises as his capacity for work diminishes. That the distress of last 
winter was real, the long files of workmen stationed in front of the 
booths where the '' CEuvre de la bouchde de pain ” was distributing its 
meagre pittance, gave eloquent proof. If this distress were to go on, 
the trade syndicates, which are becoming more and more numerous 
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and vbicli are being rapidly and intelligently organized, might exert a 
very formidable social influence. It is time our legislators should busy 
themselves, not 'with passing Bills inteuded'to flatter popular instincts, 
but ■with preparing measures calculated to bring about a better social 
condition, to protect the workman against the risks of accident, of 
sickness, and of slack seasons; it is time that they should follow, pru¬ 
dently but resolutely, in the path opened out by Prince Bismarck; 
above all, it is time for the Liberal middle class to learn its duty to the 
working classes. They have often enough been told that the Revolution 
of ^80 was the tradesman's revolution, and that the time is come for the 
workmaii's '89. The Catholics, who have never lost the art of organi¬ 
zation, and wiio know how to speak to the people, are turning these 
socialist passions to their own account. The Workmen's Club Associa¬ 
tion (Q''uvrc dcs Cercles Ouvriers), directed by M. de Mun, is organizing 
syndicates composed partly of workmen and partly of masters; it 
recommends participation in* profits, the suppression of strikes by a 
system of arbitration, and a number of other sensible and practical 
measures, equally advantageous to masters and men. Of course the 
medal has its other side: this powerful association, which lias more than 
200,000 workmen on its rolls, enlists them in the name of Catholicism, 
imposes on them certain religious forms, and rouses in them a double 
fanaticism, social and religious. Kot loug ago a deputation of manu¬ 
facturers w'cut to Rome to bear to the Pope the homage of these 
200,000 men; and at the closing sitting of their Congress, a Jesuit 
preacher spoke from the pulpit of Notre l)ame in language so revolu¬ 
tionary, and made so startling an appeal to the principle of social 
equality, as to appal the masters themselves. 

Nothing is more significant of the gravity of the situation than the 
triumphal entry of the strike into fiction. The tailors' strike, which 
amused and inconvenienced Paris for a few weeks, might furnish matter, 
at most, for the vaudeville or the operetta; but the miners' strike, 
with the spectacle of fierce passions displayed in the outrages at Mont- 
ceau Ics Mines, affords a more serious subject. The theatre has already 
made use of it, but in worthless plays which attracted little attention. 
Fiction has now folMwcd suit, and M. Zola has made it the motive of 
his “ Germinal,"—one of his most* remarkable works. Cherbuliez, 
indeed, in his Olivier Mangaut," had beeu the first to attempt the 
portrayal of the strike and the ways of agitators; but his reiioed 
palette does not furnish the strong and simple colours required b^ |uch 
a subject. He gives us an amusing picture of a gipsy, a sort ot com¬ 
mercial traveller in socialism and revolutions; but a workman he can¬ 
not do. M. Zola, on the contrary', with his rough and heavy manner, 
and his heroic style, has swept a mighty canvas, and given us a picture 
3iot to be forgotten. He has, unfortunately, u6t abstained from those 
gross and even foul descriptions in which he delights; but ho has so 
made his miners' families live before you, he has so faithfully depicted 
their suflerings and made their passions speak with such a human 
voice, that all this filth is, as it were, swept and washed away by the 
great torrent of pity which flowe through this extraordinary book. 
Dickens' Hard Times ” is a work of far more delicate perception, of 
a far purer instinct of humanity ; but in this brutal work of M, Zola's 
the living fountain of compassion springs up with indescribable force* It 
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is this compassion for the miserable and even fpr the guilty which 
alone can bring.about a-permaneniyuoral improyement* Either Reci¬ 
divist laws, nor the rcorganizatiraTof the police, whose powers and 
whose vices we have just been learning fromM. Mack’s “J?olicede 
Surete^' and M. Andrieux's Souvenirs d*un Ex-Prdfet de Police/' 
can bring about a reform of public morals, if public morals will not 
reform themselves. And they do not seem in a reforming way at present. 
Obscene literature is still allowed a degree of liberty which is nothing 
less than an outrage on morality; and the absence of any satisfactory 
law of libel places the revolver in the hands of women whose honour 
is attacked, like Mme. Clovis Hugues, and of men who, like the 
brothers Ballerieh, arc vilified by a shameless press. 

Turning from these scenes of Parisian life, which remind us of 
California fifty years ago, we are glad to find refuge and refreshment 
in really fine works of literature and of art. These last months have 
given us much enjoyment of this kind. 

To begin with art. 1 need not say very much about the Salon this 
year—not because it is less good than usual, but because it is so very 
much as usual. Always the same abundant manual dexterity, always 
the same unhealthy choice of dubious, or eccentric, or sensational 
subjects; always the same absence of imagination and of any profound 
perception of human beauty. There are, as usual, some admirable 
portraits—those by M. Wenckcr and, M. Fantin in particular; there 
are, as usual, some fine landscapes of Harpignies, Yon, Zuber, Adam, 
Binet, Damoye, and others. One very unfavourable symptom, which 
shows no sign of improvement, is the want of knowledge of drawing, 
that primary and indispensable basis of all sound painting; and this 
neglect of the most essential thing in art becomes more conspicuons in 
proportion to the skill shown in the handling o( colour. Men of 
.indisputiible talent, whose fame is already made—men like Roll and 
Gervex, Clairiu and Carolus Duran, and even Benjamin Constant— 
startle us, not only by their gross errors in drawing, but by their 
obvious determination not to trouble thcmsel^s to draw either 


distinctly or correctly. M. Bougucreau has received the medal this 
year, not for any real artistic power or originality, but simply because 
the pains he takes in the drawing of his figures have at last 
compelled the esteem, if not the admiration, of the judges. In 
this immense fair, crowded with works of art, I find* only three 
or four of which I need speak particularly. And first I will place by 
itself apart the statue sculptured by ]\f. Mercie for the tomb of Mme. 
Charles Ferry. It is called “Memory," and represents the figure of 
a young woman seated in a somewhat languid attitude, her delicate 
girlish features seen through a transparent veil. Never, since the 
statue of “ Youth,” sculptur^ by M. Chapu for the tomb o( H. R^gnault, 
and the “Charity" of M. Dubois, has French sculpture produced a 
work of such perfection. Grace and force and beauty of line, nobility 
and tenderness of feeling, all are here; it is a creation of incomparable 
harmony and sweetness, a true masterpiece. M. Mercia handles the 
brush as skilfully as he handles the chisel, and he exhibits this year 
a “ Michael Angelo studying Anatomy over a Corpse," in which he 
shows remarkable qualities as a colourist. Amongst the paintings, 
the most interesting are those of MM. Rochegrosse, Humbert, Jules 
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Breton, Lerolle, Lherraitte, Agache, and Binding. M. Rocliegrosse 
is quite a young man, but from his £rst appearance in the Salon, in 
his ViteUius ** of three years ago, he has given proof of dramatic 
capabilities of the highest order. His ** Andromache and Astyanax ” of 
1883 confirmed the expectations raised by his previous work. It dis¬ 
played an originality of composition, a vigour, and a genius for colour, 
, which distanced all competitors. His “ Jacquerie" this year places 
him definitively in the front rank of our historical painters. It repre¬ 
sents the insurgent peasantry attacking a ch&teau where the women 
and children have been left alone. The fierce, gaunt, hungry faces of 
the mob, their postures, like those of wild beaste checked and hesitating 
for a moment on the threshold of the seigneurial mansion before they 
fling themselves upon it, .to murder, to ravish, aud to bum; the group 
of women—the grandmother pressing the youngest child to her bosom, 
the mother stepping forward alone before her batchers, with a gesture 
of terror and entreaty, but retaining all her native dignity—all this 
forms a striking whole; and it is free from the exaggerations of the 
''Andromache,’^ besides having more warmth and harmony of execu¬ 
tion. In quite another way, M. Lerolle also deserves commendation. If 
M. Rochegrosse delights in violent emotions and scenes of carnage, 
M. Lerolle on the other hand prefers gentle feelings and idyllic scenes 
—a shepherdess fetching home her flock at the close of the day, her head 
aureoled by the setting sun—or the infant Jesus in the manger. This 
year he has daringly laid his scene in the organ-loft of a village church, 
where the painter’s own family are chanting the hymns. A young 
man plays the organ, a young girl is standing up and singing, and two 
others sit by, waiting their turn. With consummate art, M. Lerolle 
has made it evident by the mere distribution of light that we are in 
the upper part of the church, high above the floor of it, which is not 
seen in the-picture at all; and against this difiused light his figures 
stand out with a poetic, almost a seraphic effect. The little group of 
portraits becomes a picture; the feeling of the religious music and of 
the retired and rdstic sanctuary is given with singular delicacy 
and intensity. M. Humbert is another of the tender and delicate sort. 
The great decorative panel which he has filled with peasants crossing 
a river at the end of the day’s work, and welcomed by their wives and 
children on ^the bank, is harmonious in tone and at once simple 
and noble in feeling. This pleasant page of rural poetry may be 
placed beside Jules Breton’s ."Retour des Champs” and '‘O'lant 
de I’AIouette,” in which the great rustic painter proves how little 
age has done to impair his originality of invention and his skill of 
hand. M. Lhermitte, who treats subjects of the same description 
affer a more realistic fashion, shows us in his picture " Le Yin. ” 
that high art is to be found, not in the conventional importance 
of its subjects, but in the force with which their distinctive character 
is caught and expressed. It is this, again, which gives value to M. 
Agacbe’s “ La Fortune.” Fortune is an old, blind, deaf, hard-featured 
crone, seated on a throne behind which revolves the gigantic wheel of 
the lottery of human life, while at her feet appears a crowd of suppliant 
heads aud hands. This somewhat heavy but .solid picture is extremely 
effective. The vast Lapland landscapes of M. Binding are admirable 
for their truth and majesty. The one in which his Lapps are climb- 
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ing the hill to greet the rising snn after their long winter night almost 
starties us with its poetry. Besides these few worn of really superior 
merit, ^e most interesting thing in the Salon is the room devoted to 
crayons. This branch of art has made astonishing progress within the 
last few years. Not only have we rediscovered the secrets of harmony 
and delicacy known to the last century, but we have learnt to give to 
the work of the* crayon a warmth, variety, and softness which enable 
it to compete with oil painting. M. Galbrund, who is just dead, was 
the originator of this revival of crayon-drawing. M, de Nitlis, who 
died last year, and M. Emile Levy followed in his wake, and soon sur¬ 
passed him. They have now a considerable number of followers; and 
after the example of the Water-colour Society, a Crayon Society 
has been founded, which opened its first exhibition last May, and 
gained a well-merited success. Here we have seen once more those 
admirable sketches of De Nitti^ which will remain till all time the 
truest and most charming record of the Parisienne of our day— 
ranking far above the fifteen pictures of James Tissot, entitled “La 
Femme h Paris,” in which that remarkable painter falls below him¬ 
self; as also the whole series of drawings by La Tour, the inimi¬ 
table master of the last century. 

In addition to those of the Water-colour and Crayon Societies, an 
attempt was made to start a third exhibition—the Black and Whita 
Unfortunately it was ill got up, too many mediocrities were admitted, 
and the exhibition was a total failure. 

The ladies also have an exhibition of their own, and this year it 
has been one of exceptional interest, as bringing together all the works 
of a young Russian woman of genius, Mademoiselle BaschkirtsefiT, who 
died at the age of twenty-two. She seems to have been a fine 
creature, with rare intellectual gifts, a solid artistic education, and a 
very high degree of artistic inspiration. An admiren of Bastien Lepage, 
she was, like him, at once a realist and a poet. She had not only the 
poetry that springs from the love of Nature, but that which springs 
from the love of humanity, and especially of tlfe poor and lowly. 
Like him, she united the fire of genius with the hearth-glow of human 
sympathies. 

Bastien Lepage himself soon followed her to the grave, and his 
works also have been collected and exhibited—with the exception, 
unhappily, of the finest of them all, the “ Jeanne d’Arc,’’* which is in 
America. This collection will confirm the reputation of the young 
peasant who, in a career of ouly fifteen years, secured for himself the 
first place among contemporary artists as a painter of rustic incident, 
a landscape painter, and above all a portrait painter. Some of his 
portraits will live among the masterpieces of painting of all times. 
Apart from his gifts of vision and of touch, his geniUs was characterized 
by goodwill and sincerity, and this sincerity, this simplicity of nature, 
gave him an accent of touching eloquence. A friend of his^—himself 
a painter of rustic life, but with the pen instead of the brush— 
M. Andre Theuriet, has written a touching notice of his friend, in 
which he has admirably interpreted the mind and genius of the artist. 
This little notice, written from the heart, will remain one of the most 
exquisite works of this delightful novelist. 

In striking contrast with the Bastien Lepage collection was the 
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Delacroix collection, opened at the same time. In place of that precise 
and scrupulous drawing, that truth of form carried to its utmost 
limits, we find here a rapid touch, which gives the general air and 
movement rather than the lines, the expression of the feces rather than 
their features; in place of the sober colouring that seeks to render 
Nature as she is, a startling symphony of colour which aims at beauty 
rather than at truth; instead of the reproduction of the familiar and the 
modern in fts somewhat dull reality—and, it must be said, the absence 
of imagination which characterizes Bastien Lepage—we have all human 
history, all human poetry, thrown palpitating on the canvas; we have 
an cver-vivid imagination recalling to life the heroes of antiquity and of 
the Middle Ages, and adding a visible commentary, a sort of tangible 
reality, to the creations of Shakespeare and Byron and the narratives 
of the Bible. This painter is the painter of Romanticism: he has its 
often superficial and declamatory exuberance; he has also its move¬ 
ment, its life, its passion, its colour. 

Gustavo Dore, whoso pictures have also been exhibited previous to 
their dispersal by sale, was another instance of marvellous imagination; 
but he was neither a draughtsman nor a colourist like Delacroix. His 
works, so rich in invention, now sublime, now delightful, now laugh¬ 
able, seem always to have the character of improvisations, and lack the 
solidity and seriousness of durable work. Nevertheless, this amazingly 
gifted man, who threw off illustrations of Dante, the Bible, Rabelais, 
and Balzac as fast as the brush could fly—who was at once sculptor, 
landscape painter, historical painter, religious painter, and caricaturist 
—was assuredly one of the finest artistic spirits our time has seen. 

The time would fail me to tell of all our other exhibitions. There 
are the works of Ribot, that master of chiaroscuro (especially oscuro); 
of Eva Gonzales, who died so young, and yet had given proof—though 
too much under * impresssioniat influences—of such distinguished 
talents; and of Menzel, the great designer, the Meissonier of Berlin. 
There is the collectjon of Portraits of the Century, containing some 
hundreds of works as remarkable for their historic interest as for their 
artistic value; where Goya, Gainsborongli, and Lawrence are seen by 
the side of Tongres, Ricard, Baudry, and Bonnat. There is the exhi¬ 
bition of Old Masters for the benefit of the Alsace-Lorraiuers. Never 
have wc bean so overrun with exhibitions. It is an inundation, a 
deluge; and really it is time to bank it up a little, or music and 
literature will have cause to complain. I 

Music has been dull this year. The Grand Opera, after the death 
of M. Vaucorbeil, has with difficulty reconstituted itself under MM. 
Ritt and Gaillard. They have given but one new opera, M. Reycr’s 
" Sigurd,” and even that is not new, for it was performed last year in 
Brussels. It did not take with the Paris public, and gave the impres¬ 
sion ofa timid Wagnerism. The Comic Opera has been equally barren, 
though M. Massd^s " Cleopatra,” a posthumous work, profited somewhat 
by the regret felt in artistic circles for the death of that amiable com¬ 
poser. In the great Sunday afternoon concerts no new symphonic 
work has been produced. It has been Wagner's music—the second 
act of “ Tristan and Iseult”—that has had the most marked success. 

The theatre has been more successful than the opera. A harsh, 
dreary, and brutal comedy by M. Boeque, “ La Parisienne," revolted 
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^he public; and yet this piece of pitiless obserration leares the im¬ 
pression that its author might become a dramatist of great power if 
he could bring himself to lay aside his determination to see nothing 
but base minds and ignoble actions. M. Sardou has not taxed bis 
imagination very ;heavily in the composition of his "Theodora" 
borrowed mainly from the Byzantine studies of M. Marrost; but he 
has put genuine archaeological arid decorative science into the scenery 
and costumes, which make an admirable setting for the always power¬ 
ful acting of Sarah Bernhardt. The most brilliant success of the 
winter has been M. Dumas' " Denise"—though it is not to be 
compared to the triumphs he won with his “Demi-Monde" and 
" L’Etrang^rc.” The thing whicli gives an exceptional attraction to 
M. Dumas' plays, apart from his marvellous dialogue, is the social and 
moral purpose with which they arc fraught. In “Denise" M. Dumas 
marries his hero to a girl who has not long before been seduced by 
another man, by whom she has liad a child. Contrary to those current 
notions of morality which would place her only hope of retrieval in a 
marriage with her seducer, he sliovvs that such a marriage would mean 
to her dishonour and despair, and that celibacy is a thousand times 
to be preferred. It is unfortunate that this daring thesis should have 
been put forward with a certain amount of declamatory exaggeration, 
and mixed up with impossible psychological complications ; for there 
is a good deal of truth in it. 

While M. Becque has been trying to drag the theatre down into the 
most brutal realism, the public seems rather to ask for more room for 
poetry and the softer sentiments. M. A. Theuriet, in his'“Deux 
Barbeaux,” has given us a delightful picture of the ways and doings 
of a little town, and he had quite an emotional success. Baudot's 
“ Arlcsienne,” a lyric drama, flowery with all the poetry of Provence, 
to which the exquisite music of Bizet adds a poetry of its own, has had 
a real triumph, so much the more striking because when it first 
appeared, twenty years ago, it was received with universal indifference. 

Literature has been fairly active these last six‘months. Fiction 
has indeed produced nothing very remarkable except M. Zola's 
“Germinal," and—by way of contrast—M. Bourget’s “Cruclie 
Enigme," apiece of fine-spun morbid psychology; but the translations 
of Russian iwvels have been read with avidity, Thanl^s to M. de 
Yogiie—who has made it his business to introduce the Russian litera¬ 
ture in France, and who, moreover, has shown himself a brilliant 
historian in his “ Sons of Peter the Great" and a most dainty story¬ 
teller in hia “ Winter Stories "—Tolstoi and Dostoievski are become 
the fashion. Dostoidvski's “Crime and its Punishment," especially, 
has caused an immense sensation. The Russian world, with its sharp 
contrtists, its mixture of all that is freshest with all that is most world- 
worn in human nature, its terrible energies and its infinite languors— 
with the profound mysteriousness of its vast solitudes and its immense 
and silent populations—has awakened in France an intense curiosity; 
and when the Russian speaks he is sure of a hearing. 

Are we to reckon also among the stories M. Anatole France’s “ Livre 
de Mon Ami" ? They are at once a story and a biography, these 
reminiscences of childhood. Certainly they make one of the most ' 
exquisite books we have had for a long time. M. France is one of our 
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best wnten—delicate, natural, simple, charming. He has kept a 
child’s impressibility and freshness of mind, and he tells his child- 
story with enchanting grace. They are little nothings—unpretending 
and insignificant; and yet you yield yourself to their charm, your 
soul expands in the atmosphere oi them, and you discover in them the 
subtlest metaphysic, the most penetrating poetry. 

History has of late been more fertile than fiction. Research is busy 
trying to penetrate to the sources and trace the development of our 
national institutions. M. F. de Coulanges in his ** Etudes sur quelques 
problemes d’llistoire ” brings a marvellous power of analysis and of 
firm and precise exposition to bear on several of the most important 
questions connected with the formation of feudal society—the agricul¬ 
tural system, the Teutonic idea of property, the forms of justice under 
the Merovingians. M. Luebaire give two volumes to the History of 
the Institutions of France under the four first Capetians*’~a work of 
solid erudition and finished form, in which he abundantly proves his 
point as to the formation of the Capetian monarchy and the close ties 
which bound it to the Carolingian. M. Longnon has at the same time 
commenced the publication of an Historical Atlas of France, in which, 
for the first time, our historical geography is scientifically treated. 
M. Qaston Paris’ book on French Mediaeval Poetry is scarcely to be 
called history, but it is full of views of very wide range, bearing on 
the development and character of French mediaeval civilization. The 
same author has also published two volumes on Francis L, left in 
manuscript by his father, M. Paulin Paris, which absolutely 
revolutionize some parts of the history of that reign, especially 
those which relate to Louise of Savoy and the Duchesse d’Etampes. 
He clears them both from the reproach of having exerted a baneful 
influence on French policy. The noble volume of M. Muntz on 
the Renaissance in Italy and in France under Charles Ylll.” lights 
up a whole region of the history of art and civilization in France. 
Coming down to the eighteenth century, we find the Revolution 
still a fruitful fiel^ of research and debate. M. Sturm has been 
working at its finance, and comparing it with that of the older 
regime; M. Sorcl is studying its diplomatic history. His first 
volume, ** L’Europe ct la Revolution Fran 9 aise,” contains a real 
philosophy qf the history of France from the point of view, of European 
politics, aud in particular a profound analysis of the causes of her 
infiueuce on the eighteenth century. Since De Tocqueville wrp^ his 
“ L’Ancien Rdgime et la Revolution ” there has not appeared in F rance 
an historical work of such philosophic range. The lofty impartiality, 
the calm and penetrating thought, the firm and lucid style which dis¬ 
tinguish this book make it one of the cardinal works of our historical 
literature. 

As to the history of our own time, it is Memoirs, always Memoirs. 
M. Darimon tells “ The Story of the Five,” the first opposition offered 
to the Empire; M. de Maupas, “ The Story of the 3nd of December,” 
aud of his own not very important part in the imperial administration; 
M. Monselet and M. Arsene Houssaye give each his personal recollec¬ 
tions and those of the literary world in which he lived. M. Catulle 
Mendcs recounts the formatiou of the modern Parnassus. But to all 
these Memoirs,’more or less sincere, I prefer the two volumes of Edgar 
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Quhiet's " Lettres d*ExiI" addressed to Michelet and other fn^nds. 
There we find the history of the best part of France during the 
Empire—the echo of the suderings, and thoughts^ and hopes oT all 
who freely thought and wrote during those years of servitude; 

Before concluding this review of Ae activity of the lost six months, 
I may draw attention to the fact that the College of France has added 
two new professorships to its staff—that of Zend and Persian Language 
and Literature, held by M. James Darmesteter, one of our mcTst eminent 
orientalists and most sparkling writers; and that of Sla^nic Language 
and Literature, held by M. L. Leger, who knows more about the 
Slav idioms than any other mao in Europe. 

J may also add that two clever writers are lately dead—Edmon^ 
About and J. Valles. Their loss has been but little felt; for the talents 
of the former, once so brilliant, had long since died out; while the 
latter, who tried to form a literary style on violence and malignity, 
wearied the public ear he sought to catch, and ended by exciting less 
of interest than of pity or disdain. That melancholy succession of 
boulevard revolutionists, of whom Yallba and Bochefort have been the 
most brilliant and deplorable representatives, who made political 
abuse and calumny a sort of sport in which they tried to surpass each 
other, is happily disappearing j but it has done much to pervert the 
tone of the press and the public taste, and it has tended to disgust 
many with a political system which seemed to favour the development 
of such opini&ns and of such language. 

G. Mokod. 


VOL, XLVIH. 



COIfTEMPORARY RECORDS. 


• I.—OEIENTAL HISTOEY. 

PERjrArs the most important discovery made in the Oriental field of 
research during the past winter has been the discovery of the site of 
Naukratis by Mr. Flinders Petrie. Naukratis was the centre of the 
early Greek settlements in Egypt, and even after the foundation of 
Alexandria preserved its old reputation and commercial importance. 
Founded by the Milesians in the time of Psammetikhos I., and for long 
the only trading port in Egypt open to the Greeks, it became under 
Amasis the common factory of the twelve leading States of the Greek 
commercial world. In modem times the site had not only been lost, 
but a mistaken interpretation of the words of Herodotos had led 
scholars and explorers to seek for it in what we now know to have been 
a totally wrong direction. Its discovery was one of the objects origin¬ 
ally aimed at by the Egypt Exploration Fund, but that the object 
should have been so speedily realized was wholly unexpected, and is 
due to the acuteness and energy of Mr. Petrie. 

The winter before last he purchased a broken statuette represent- 
ing a male figure in the dress and style of the archaic or Graeco* 
Phoenician images found by Gen. di Cesnola in Cyprus. The statuette 
was said to have come from the neighbourhood of Eamanhfir, and he 
therefore determined to find the spot from which it had been actually 
brought. Tlie result was the discovery of extensive mounds, called 
Telen-Nebtreh, ",the Mound of the High-place," between four and five 
miles to the west of the station of Tehel-Barud, on the railway line 
between Cairo and Alexandria. The mounds are close to a canal which , 
leads from Lake Mareotis to the western arm of the Nile, and is at 
present of no great size. The peculiarity of the mounds Mr. Petrie 
found to consist in the fact that they are composed almost entirely of 
fragments of Greek pottery, without sign or trace of anything Egyp¬ 
tian being mixed with them. The pottery is of all periods—sorfc of it 
resembling the early pottery of Khodes and even of Myk^nse; other 
fragments being of the kind known as Corinthian or Phtenico-Greek; 
while others, again, belong to the Classical, the Macedonian, and the 
Boman epochs. Along with this pottery specimens of ware are met 
with which seem peculiar to the place itself. It was thus evident that 
a site had been found where materials existed for tracing the history 
and development of Greek pottery, and of the art that accompanied it, 
from the earliest to the latest period of its manufacture. The extent 
of the site, coupled with the character of its pottery, made it difficult 
not to believe that the long-lost city of Naukratis had at last been 
recovered. 

The excavations carried on this winter by Mr. Petrie have removed 
all reasonable doubt that this is really the case. Among the Greek 
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inscriptioDB he Las procured is an honora:^ decree made by “ the city 
of the Naukratians" iu favour of H^ojoroB^ priest of Athdn6 and 
keeper of the archives. Even the site of the famous Helldnion; the 
greatest and most renowned, according to Uerodotos, of all the sane- 
tuaries of the Egyptian Greeks, appears to have been found in a large 
temple enclosure on the south-western side of the mounds. Here Mr. 
Petrie has uncovered a gate of the Ptolemaic epoch, and has excavated 
a group of somewhat enigmatical chambers, built of cruder brick, and 
without either windows or doors. They may have been the store-cham** 
hers of the temple, like the similar chambers discovered by M. Naville 
at Pithom. 

The chief result we may expect to derive from the excavations at 
Naukratis will be the early history of Greek art, more especially 
ceramic art. It is the only site of which we know as yet where wo 
have an uninterrupted series of examples of Greek ware, from the age 
when the Greeks were content to be the pupils of the Phoenicians to 
the later periods of its manufacture. At the same time, it does not 
seem that the history of Naukratis itself goes back to an earlier epoch. 
than that of Psammetikhos I. Below the heaps of potsherds Mr. 
Petrie has found only a thin stratum of-Egyptian objects, which 
belong at the earliest to the first years of the 26th dynasty (about 
B.c. 650). Immediately underneath is the virgin soil. 

While Mr. Petrie has thus been bringing a Greek city to light in the 
Delta, M. Maspero has been immortalizing bis name by uncovering the 
Temple of Luxor at Thebes. The hovels of mud brick which concealed 
its ruins have been swept away, and the dust and rubbish which filled 
its halls have been removed. It is now one of the most prominent 
landmarks on the Nile, and worthy of ranking by the side of the finest 
temples of Egypt. For the first time, some idea can be gained of the 
great hall, with its forest of columns, built by Amenophis III. in the 
16th century before our era. 

Within a couple of miles of Luxor, the immediate neighbourhood 
of the Temple of Karnak has yielded a number of* documents which 
promise to throw a flood of light on the economic and social condition 
of Upper Egypt in the Koman period. These are inscribed potsherds or 
oHrakat containing .receipts of payment of taxes, lists of taxpayers, and 
other matters of a similar kind.* Three or four years ago the 
fdldlmo of Karnak began to excavate the mounds of an* old ruined 
village on the north side of the Temple, for the sake of the 
nitrous earth of which they were largely composed. They found 
that the bricks of which the houses were built had been bonded 
by imbedding two or three ostraka in them, and they found, far¬ 
ther, to their astonishment, that these ostraka had a value in the 
eyes of Europeans. The village, which, it would appear from one 
of the ostraka, was called Pi Kerai, the origin of the modern name of 
Karnak, has now been pretty thoroughly explored, but not before it 
has yielded more than 2,000 potsherds, inscribed partly in Demotic 
partly in Greek. Similar Greek ostraka had been previously met with 
at Dakkeh in Nubia, and more especially at Elephantine, copies and 

* See Birch, Wiedemann, Sayce, and Bevillont, in the “ Prooeedinge of the Society of 
Biblical Archeology,** March, May, and Jane, 18S3; May and November, 1684; 
February and May, 1886. 
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translations of many of which have lately been published by Dr. Birch, 
But the ostraka of Kamak are for the most partlrritten in cnraive bands, 
far worse and more difficult to read than those of Blephantind, and it 
is only within the last year that the attempt to decipher them has been 
successful. They cover a longer space of time than those found at 
Elephantind, since they begin with the reign of Augustus and end with 
those of Aurelius and Claudius Tacitus. They furnish us with a com¬ 
plete insight into the system of taxation in Roman Egypt, the taxes 
that were levied and the amounts paid. Among the taxes are the poll- 
tax, the workmen's tax, the linendrapers' tax, the saddlers' and 
woolpickers' tax, and the taxes on salt, palms, and castor-oil. ThQ 
Demotic ostraka discovered along with them are of earlier date, and 
the larger number of them, according to M. Revillout, belong to a 
certain Pauas, son of Pselkhons, who owned property on the north side 
of Thebes in the time of Ptolemy Philadelphos. Potsherds were easier to 
obtain than papyrus, which had become scarce and dear; hence the great 
use made of them in keeping the public accounts. Greek and Demotic 
papyri are, however, by no means rare, and M. Revillout has recently 
been editing some of the Ptolemaic period, which supplement and illus¬ 
trate the ostraka of Karnak and Elephantine.* One of these gives the 
sums obtained from the imposts levied in the age of Ptolemy Philo- 
metor, no less than 4,277 talents being raised in a single year. At 
this time, beer, wine, nitre, and lentils were among the objects taxed; 
while a tax of 1 per cent.—analogous to our income tax—was imposed 
upon property, payment being made partly in silver, partly in copper. 
Another papyrus contains the daily expenditure of a certain Dionysios 
on behalf of his master. One day we learn that he spent in all 75 
copper drachmte—that is to say, 25 for bread, 20 for salted meat, 10 
for wood, 15 for cucumbers, and 5 for salt; another day, there seems 
to have been a dinner party, the expenditure being 15 copper drachmse 
for a bird, 80 for a ragout, 5 for salted meat, 5 for vegetables, 30 for 
bread, 20 for kiki oil, 10 for wood, 15 for a bath, and 120 '* to Stibdn 
for the ragout" *On another occasion the laundress's bill came to 40 
dracbmse. 

The number of papyri of the Greek and Roman periods recently 
brought to light, cither in Egypt itself or in the museums of Europe, 
is really astonishing. An account has already appeared in The Con- 
TEidPoitAitY Review of the MSS. found on the site of a scribe's record 
chamber in the mounds of Medinet el-Fayflm, the old capital^^ the 
Faydm. A similar record chamber was discovered last winter at 
EshmunSn, the ancient Hermopolis Magna, whei’C MSS. of papyrus, 
leather, and paper, have been found covered with Arabic writing, and 
belonging to the first age of the Mohammedan occupation of Egypt. 
The most valuable MS. of the kind is one secured last winter at 
Ekhmtm by M. Maspero. It is a fairly complete copy of a lost Gnostic 
work belondug to the third century, and written in a form of Coptic 
presupposed by the three known diidects of that language, and inter¬ 
mediate between them and the Egyptian of the Demotic period. Each 
leaf of the MS. consists of two sheets of papyrus pasted together, the 
under surfaces being written over with cursive Greek. Possibly the 
fragments of a lost classical author may be presenred in them. 

* “ Revue Egyptdogique," iii '3 (1884). 
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Amo^ recent Oriental publioationa th^ere arQ.only two which may 
be specified as likely to interest the general reader. One is the com- 
mencement of a new histoiy of Babylonia and Assyria, by Dr. Hommel, 
which forms the last volume but one of Oocken's “ Allgemeine Ge- 
schichte.^* Dr. Hommel is always abreast of the newest facta and 
theories, and this particular volume has a special value of its own from 
its containing a detailed sketch of the history of cuneiform decipher¬ 
ment. It also contains one of those daring speculations of srhich the 
author is somewhat fond. Rejecting the attempts that have been 
made to derive the Phoenician alphabet from the Egyptian hieratic 
characters or from the Hittite hieroglyphics—a view recently espoused 
by the eminent historian Eduard Meyer—Dr. Hommel seeks its origin 
in the pictorial hieroglyphics, out of which the cuneiform characters 
developed before 4000 s.a But he can hardly have realized tbo diffi¬ 
culties involved in such a hypothesis. The earliest known Phoenician 
inscription is of the ninth century before our era, and it is difficult to 
understand how a nomad and semi-barbarous people like the Semites 
at the time when they are supposed to have borrowed the Babylonian 
hieroglyphics, could have preserved them so long without leaving a 
trace of the fact behind; or how, granting that they did so, it could be 
possible for us to discover any similarity between two systems of writing 
whose monuments are separated from one another by an interval of 
more than 3,000 years. 

The second work to which 1 would draw attention is the third 
volume of the exhaustive “ History of Ancient Art ** which is being 
published by Prof. Perrot and M. Chipiez. The volume deals with the 
art of Phoenicia, and has been translated into English, the English 
edition being divided into two volumes.f - No pains have been spared 
to render the work complete, and to bring into a single focus the 
scattered discoveries and researches of the last few years. For the 
first time we have an account of Phoenician art, thoroughly exhaustive 
as far as is possible at present, and abounding with details which have 
been interpreted and classified by the master-hand of ¥rof. Perrot. The 
work is richly illustrated, like the volumes on Egyptian and Assyrian art 
that have preceded it. The characteristics of the Phoenician tomb are 
for the first time clearly defined, and the position occupied by the Phoeni¬ 
cians in the liistory of art brought into relief. They were intermedi¬ 
aries between the East and the West, with no originality oftheir own, 
except in the domain of industry, where their practical and utilitarian 
spirit came into play. Their art was at the outset a copy of that of 
Egypt, subsequently modified by admixture with elements that were 
derived. from Assyria. It was an art in which, as Prof. Perrot sums 
up, ** the only thing they can claim as their own is the recipe, so to 
speak, for the mixture.'’^ 

A. H. Sayce. 

* Part 05, ** OesohicHte Babyloniens und Asiyrieiis.” Berlin. 1886. 
t “ History of Art in Phesnicia and its Dependencies.” Eng. tr. by W. Annstronz. 
Chapman & Hall. 1885. 
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IL—GENEBAL LITEBATUEE. 

Messes. Ceowe and Cavaloasellb bave now completed their biography 
of Raphael, of which the first volume appeared three years ago.* 
Raphael and his works have naturally been the subject of essays and 
biographies without number, but there has never till now been an 
exhaustive and comprehensive survey of the whole activity of this 
great painter, and his relations to the art and artists of previous cen¬ 
turies. To this task the two authors, whose combined labour has 
already done so much for Italian art, have addressed themselves in* a 
thorough and conscientious manner, and have produced a work which, 
if it docs not solve every unsettled question in connection with 
Raphaels career, has certainly shed new light on many, and will 
probably remain for a long time the standard work on the subject.— 
Dr. Abbott has added another to the many lives of Bacon which have 
recently been published,t and it will probably prove one of the most 
generally serviceable of them all, because the others are either very 
long and exhaustive, like Spedding’s, or very brief and summary, like 
those of Fowler and Church. Dr. Abbott has done his work well, and 
is often very successful with his plan of throwing fresh lights on par* 
ticular passages of Bacon’s life by means of particular passages in his 
writings. The controversy about the Chancellor’s character gets of 
course a fresh beating. Dr. Abbott takes a more unfavourable view of 
the matter than any other recent biographer, and draws attention*to 
some impi^rtant but hitherto comparatively neglected evidence, proving 
definite perversion of justice, not through bribes, but through influence. 
—Mr. Egmont Hake continues his Story of Chinese Gordon,” % and 
a second volume dealing with Gordon’s last mission. The epithet 
Chinese seems now inappropriate, and to provincialize our latest hero. 
Mr. Hake has little information to give us that has not already 
appeared in the ordinary channels, but a connected narrative of the 
events is acceptable and useful, and would have been still better had 
Mr. Hake observed throughout a calm and impartial spirit.—The 
" Life of Frank Buckland ” § is a very delightful book. Mr. Bompas 
has put it together with* great skill, mostly out of Mr. Buckland’s 
own .letters, journals, or articles, and gives us a very distinct picture 
of a man of curious but charming individuality, who lived among his 
beasts in an honest brotherly way, like the people in old popufJr tales, 
and comforted himSelf in death by the belief that he was going a 
long journey, where 1 think 1 shall see a great many curious animals.” 
From first to last the book is readable and full of interest. 

Travels.— “ Russia under the Tzars,” by the able Russian revo¬ 
lutionist who writes under the pseudonym of S. Stepniak,il is for the 
most part a description of the condition of Russia during the last 

* " Raphaol: his Life and Works.” With particular reference to recently dis¬ 
covered records and an exhaustive study of extant drawings and pictures. By J. A. 
■Orowe aod G. B. Oavalcaeelle. VoL II. London : John Murray. 

+ Francis Bacon: an Acconnt of his life and Writings.’* By Edwin A. Abbott, 
D.D. London: Macmillan A Co. 

I London : Remington & Co. 

§ By his brother-in-law, George C. Bompas. London : Smith, Cider & Co. 

II Translated by William Westall. 2 vola. London : Ward & Downey. 

U. 
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fifteen years. The first fev chapters indeed contain a very pleasiug^ 
account of the aboriginal liberties of the which still survive to 
some extent in the Mivt and of the gradual growth of the autocracy 
to a position of solitary omnipotence; Bdt the rest of the work 
describes, often in a thrilling way, the political oppression which began 
in the feign of the last Czar, and the cmsade against every sort of 
culture, under the idea of its being politically dangerous, which has 
reached its height in the present reign. The author, who was himself 
the great organizer of the Terrorist Conspiracy, which met terror with 
terror, and eventually killed Alexander II., has still high hopes of a 
revolution, but these are now centred in the probability of a military 
insurrection.—Paris has probably undergone more and greater changes 
than any other cityin the world, and although each successive change has 
swept away many ancient landmarks, still enough remains to associate 
the present city with almost any age of its past. Mr. Hamerton selects 
a number of the more characteristic of those architectural landmarks 
for description and engraving; and what with his knowledge of Paris, 
his knowledge of art, and his literary skill, he has produced a delight¬ 
ful and beautiful book.^ The letterpress and the etchings are &>th 
admirabla—Under the title “ Caledoniat an Italian writer gives a 
pleasant account of Scotland and part of England. His first chapter 
begins with York, and antiquarians might dispute with him the ques¬ 
tion as to whether his title should cover so far. He is himself an 
antiquarian, and what with this and his observant ability, his work will 
beb satisfactory to those who wish to see themselves as others see them.. 
His admiration of Ossian, Scott, and Burns is almost to the manner 
bom; and his quotation of Ariosto and others in connection with 
Scottish subjects has a curious literary effect, as well as his translation 
of Gaelic verses into Italian. It goes without saying that he has the 
usual lapses of even the moat intelligent foreigners. 

Misckllaneous. —Captain Oliver J has published a very straight¬ 
forward and ungarnished account of the dispute between France and 
Madagascar. Except in the matter of the Taraatav^ blockade, he is 
more elaborate than Mr. Shaw in details; and, moreover, brings his 
history up to so fpeent a date as last December. He h^s not dealt so 
much with those' actual causes of hostility, which are traced by M. 
Saillens, in his “ Nos Droits sur Madaigascar," in part to the jealousy 
of French Jesuits, and in part to the schemes of i^union planters for 
acquiring a source of unlimited coolie labour, as with those alleged 
grievances touching the vexed question of the smuggling dhow Toede, 
and especially the claims of the French toi:he.sovereignty of the north-, 
west of the island. These claims, based upon the voluntary cession 
of their territory by various chieftains fr6rti'l840-I850, were distinctly 
annulled by the treaty which the Emperor Napoleon signed in 1863, 
acknowledging Randama 11. to be sovereign "without restriction.” 
This treaty, at one time disavowed by the Malagaiy Government for 


* Faria in Old and Present Times. With special reference to changes in its Archi¬ 
tecture and Topography.’* By Philip Gilbert Hamerton, Officier d’Aoademie. London; 
Seeicy & Co. ' 

t “Caledonia.” EmilioPiovanelli. Milano: FratelliTreves, Editori. 
t “ The True Story q{ the French Dispute in Madagascar.” By Captain S. Paifield 
Oliver. London: T. Fmer Unwin. 
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reasons which the author does not criticize, was practically renewed in 
1868; and it was only on the arrival of M, Baudais as consul in 1881 
that these claims were instituted afresh. Captain Oliver's book is a 
simple narrative of events, which speak so plainly for themselves that, 
as the writer remarks in reference to a deliberate inaccuracy on the 
part of M. Baudais—to which a statement of M. Challemel-Lacouris 
to Lord Lyons affords an interesting parallel—''comment is super- 
fluous/'^^In " After London,” * Mr. Jefferies has drawn an imaginary 
picture of a future "wild England.” The relapse to barbarism is- 
vaguely attributed to the alteration of magnetic currents consequent 
upon a tilting of the earth’s axis. Amongst the most significant 
features of a condition partly feudal, partly Greek, is the lack of 
all printed literature. Another sign of the times is the loss of the art 
of tea-drinking, and, curiously paradoxical, the increased influence 
of tiie female sex. But the object of the writer is principally to 
show the effect of such a change npon the natural world, and here full 
play is given to his wide experience and the peculiar grace of his mas¬ 
terly simplicity. For convenience he adopts the narrative style, and 
tells the story of Sir Felix, the dissatisfied and speculative heir of the 
rustic Baron Aquila. But the narrative element is for the most part 
subordinated to the descriptive: it is trivial in details, and in*scope, 
unfinished. The author's delicacy, however, is very delightful, and his 
conscientious rejection of humorous possibilities is worthy of all praise. 
—Mr. Sutherland Edwards' work on "Russian Projects against 
India ”t is mainly an account of successive designs upon Khiva, from 
the fatal expedition of Prince Bekovitch in the early part of the 
eighteenth century, till the place capitulated to General Kauffmann in 
1873. It is the story of Russian insistance and hardihood, and 
miraculous indifference to obstacles. The writer has ventured on very 
little political speculation, but confined himself almost entirely to his¬ 
torical facts. Even that prospective ambition to which the fall of 
Khiva was the first stepping-stone, is here discussed only in the 
written words of actual Russian authorities, such as Captain Moura- 
vieff or the Emperor Paul, and in later times the Generals Duhamel 
and Skobeleff, whose " projects" the writer gives .at some length. 
The book is wanting in finish, and seems to have been brought to an 
untimely ^^clusion; but so far as it goes its style is direct and work- 
manlik^.—^r. Croumbie Brown continues his useful little works on 
the forests and forestry of different countries. His latest yriumef 
treats of the forests of Poland and several of the other parts of Russia, 
and of the systems of forest exploitation that are in force there. 


*‘’After London.” By Richard Jefferies. London: Caasell & Co. 
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Tinces of Ruasia. With Notices of tile Export of Timber from MemeL Dantaio. and 
Riga. Compiled by Croumbie Brown, LL JO., kc. Edinburgh: Oliver it Boyd. 




THE FIGHTING STRENGTH AND FOREIGN 

POLICY OF ITALY. 


1 remember reading, many years ago, a speech of Lord Ellen- 
borough’s in the House of Lords, in which he bbserved that the 
foreign policy of every State is largely alTected by the condition of 
its forces of offence and defence. I believe this to have been always 
true; I believe its truth was never more apparent than now, and 
that in the proximate future it will be more apparent still. Those 
States which possess an army and navy in a high, state of efficiency 
■are readier to advance claims and less ready to withdraw them; while, 
on the other hand, just as in the multitude of lawyers there is much 
litigation, so the multiplying of soldiers makes many wars; or,at 
least, where there are great armies and powerful fleets there springs 
np the desire to act, and in doing so, to gratify at once the vulgarest 
interests and the noblest ambitions, since war is the only road to 
advancement for those who survive, as well as the road to glory for 
those who fall. 

Before entering, therefore, on the discussion of the foreign policy of 
Italy, let us see what is at present her fighting strength. 

The laws which regulate the recruitment of the army are those of 
June 7,1876, of May 3,1877, and of June 29, 1882. The first and 
most important of the three was modelled on the Prussian system. 
All citizens were declared subject to military service. All citizens 
born in the same year were to form part of the same class of the 
conscription, and were to join the army in the year in which they 
should have attained their twentieth year—or even earlier, should 
extraordinary circumstances require it. All who were passed as fit 
to bear arms were to be personally liable to serve from the time of the 
levy of their class till the end of December in the year in which they 
should have completed their thirty-ninth year. This duty was not, 
VOL. XLvni. M 



It was to be determined 
ipable citizens were to be 
to be enlisted either for 
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however, to be exacted in aUJpe|^ 
by law, year by year, how 
taken by lot for active sean^M^ 
permanent or for tempot^ sei^co' 
poronea). Permanent service was to last eight years, the whole 
of that time being spent wkh the colours; temporary service was 
to last twelve or nine years, according to the corps to which the 
men belonged; three years out of the twelve, or four out of the 
nine, being spent in the ranks, and the rest on furlough. All 
these together were to constitute the first category. The other 
citizens, not drawn by lot for service in the ranks, were to con¬ 
stitute a second category, enlisted for twelve years’ service. In 
time of peace the whole twelve years, with the exception of a few 
weeks’ training, were to be spent on furlough. Finally, under certain 
domestic conditions, the citizen was excluded from both these 
categories. Under this head come the sons, or the eldest sons, of 
widows, and the only sons of living fathers. 

On the basis of these three categories rests the organization of the 
three parts into which the Italian army is divided—a standing army, 
a militia liable to active service, and a militia not liable to active 
service {milizia mohilty or Landwchr; milizia territorialej or Land- 
sturm). 

The men of the first and second categories all belong for the first 
part of their time to the standing army; those enlisted for temporary 
service in the first category for nine or live years; those of the second 
category for eight. These include— 


96 Regiments of infantry, consisting of 288 battalions, with a total 
of 1152 tompanics. 

12 Regiments of consisting of 3G battalions, with a 

total of 114 companies. 

6 Alpine regiments, consisting of 20 battalions, with a total of 72 
companies. 

12 Regiments of held artillery, consisting of 120 batteries and 30 
train companies. ^ 

2 Rrigades of horse artillery, consisting of 4 batteries. 

5 Regiments of garrison artillery, consisting of 60 companies. 

2 Brigades of mountain artillery, consisting of 8 batteries. 

4 Regiments of engineers, consisting of 32 companies of sappers, 
10 train companies, 8 pontoon companies, 2 companies of 
lagunarif 4 railway companies, 6 telegraph companies. 

22 Cavalry regiments, numbering 132 squadrons. 

12 Sanitary companies. 

12 Commissariat companies. 

The strength of an infantry company in time of peace is 100 men; 
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in tinje of w4r it will prea«ttt 

When all the classes of (bserVe art of 

the strength now fixedj it will mMtor fhen. ' ^ ^ 

The batteries have 8 guns; the aqnadifOttS in time of war number 
120 horses each. ^ 

The whole of these forces, arranged in twenty-four infantry 
divisions, which constitute twelve corps d^armie, and in aa undeier-* 
mined number of cavalry divisions, would amount in time of war to 
an effective total of some 430,000 men, who would form the army of 
the first line. In time of peace the number of men present may 
be reduced by somewhat more than half, with about 14,000 officers 
and 40,000 horse. 

The annual expenditure necessary to maintain this force in time 
of peace comes to about 211 millions; but in addition to this there 
is a yearly average of 45 millions spent on the army which comes 
under the head of extraordinary expenditure. 

The mobile militia is composed of the men of the iirst cate¬ 
gory during the last three or four years of their temporary service, 
and of the men of the second category during the last four years 
of their liability to serve. 

The strength of the mobile militia is as follows :— 

123 Battalions, composed of 492 companies, forming 41 regii 
ments. 

20 Battalions of hermglierij containing 80 companies, 

36 Alpine coitipanics. 

11 Brigades of field artillery, consisting of 32 batteries and 

10 train companies. ^ 

26 Companies of siege and coast artillery. 

2 Field batteries. 

14 Companies of sappers (engineers). 

2 Pontoon companies. 

1 Company of lagunari, 

2 Bail way companies, 2 telegraph companies, 4 train com¬ 

panies. 

12 Sanitary companies. 

12 Commissariat companies. 

The special noilitia of the island of Sardinia also forms part of 
the mobile militia. It consists of 3 regiments of infantry, com¬ 
prising 9 battalions and 36 companies, 1 battalion of bersaglieri^ com¬ 
posed of 4 companies, 1 squadron of cavalry, 2 batteries' of field 
artillery and 2 sections of garrison and train artillery, 1 company of 
sappers, 1 sanitary company, 1 commissariat company. 

-The Sardinian mobile militia includes all soldieni of the line on 

H 2 
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unlimited furlough, whether of the first or second categoiy, who 
belong to the island, until they pass into the territorial militia. 

When once the rotation of the classes is completed, ^d taking 
into account the latest improvements introduced, the strength of the 
mobile militia will be somewhat increased. It will have 48 infantry 
regiments instead of 41, 13 brigades of artillery instead of 11, 
2 additional mountain batteries, &c., &c. 

The forces of the mobile militia may either be formed into corps 
^arm^ej divisions, and infantry brigades'; or they may be left inde¬ 
pendent. They amount in all to little less than 200,000 men. 

Finally, the territorial militia consists of all those men of the first 
and second categories who have already completed their time in the 
standing army and the mobile militia, and those who have gone 
through their eight years of permanent service, up to the thirty-ninth 
year of their age. It includes also, up to the same limit of age, 
those who have been assigned to the third category. 

The forces of the territorial militia consist of— 

320 Battalions of infantry, comprising 1,280 companies, 

30 Alpine battalions, comprising 72 companies. 

100 Companies of siege artillery. 

30 Companies of engineers. 

12 Sanitary companies. 

12 Commissariat companies. 

Eight of the above-mentioned infantry battalions, together with 
one company of siege artillery, one sanitary company, and one 
commissariat company, form the territorial militia of the islaild of 
Sardinia. ^ 

The forces of the territorial militia will, when the rotation of 
classes is completed, amount to more than a million of men, of 
whom, however, only so many will be employed as can be incorpo¬ 
rated in the distribution of troops above described. 

Such are the land forces of the kingdom of Italy. As to its 
naval armaments, they are based on the scheme of naval or/|iniza- 
tion voted by Parliament in 1877. According to this scheme, the 
effective strength of the navy was to be brought, within a period of 
ten years from 1878 onwards, up to 16 fighting ships of the first 
class, 10 of the second class, and 20 of the third; with 2 transports ’ 
of the first class, 2 of the second, and 8 of the third, besides 12 
smaller vessels. 

Within the ten years already elapsed since 1875, the following new 
ships have been completely equipped for service:—Ironclads, Duilio, 
Dandolo, and Italia; torpedo-ram Giovanni Bausan; five cruisers, 
one transport, four despatch-boats, two gunboats, and about forty 
torpedo-boats^ together with some smaller vessels of slight importance ^ 



167 


THE FOREIGN POLICY OF ITALY 

while within the same 4 ec 4 de we 'h^te Ifii^iclied ^the ironclads 
Lepanto and Ruggiero di not yet cpfnpletely equipped. 

All these new ships are armed with modei^gons and torpedoes of 
the most improved pattern. 

So that^ counting with these the ships that we had pijor to l§7fj 
the available fleet of Italy now includes— 

Manage. 


3 Modern ironclads (DniUOy DandolOy and Italia) • • 36,236 

10 Ironclads built before 1866 41,160 

1 Torpedo-ram {Bausan) .3,020 

4 Cruisers (F. Giojay A. Vesjmccty SavotUy and C. Colombo) 10,200 

13 Despatch and gunboats.11,122 

14 Transports.13,777 

6 Vessels of various sorts, of the old type . . . 19,476 

17 Small vessels, for local use.2,300 

40 Torpedo boats.1,297 


138,588 

In addition to these we have, already launched and in course of 
equipment— 

Tonnage. 

2 Ironclads {Lepanto and llvggiero di Laurid) 22,200 

9 Torpedo boats . , , ... . 306 


22,506 

Finally, we have in course of construction— 

4 Ironclads {Morosiniy DorlOy Re UmhertOy Bicdia) 48,000 

3 Torpedo-rams {Etna^ VesuriOj Stromboli) . 10,500, 

7 Torpedoes .. 520 

59,020 

The personnel of the navy is partly military, partly civil. The 


military personnel numbers— 

General staiF (officers) 

• • •gmyj 

Naval engineers „ 

447 

Medical staff „ , 

no 

Commissariat „ 

238 

Petty officers . 

. 1,812 

.Corporals and privates 

. 9,017 

The civil includes— 

Chief mechanicians .... 

. 269 

Accountants and apothecaries . • 

. . 66 

Local clerks. 

. .. 63 

Professors and masters • ^ . 

. . 37 

Ministerial employes 

127 


The budget for naval expenses this year amounts to 79,033|ri5.S)2 
lire; of which 56,699,715.92 comes under the head of ordinary ex* 
penditure, and 22,334,000 of extraordinary. 
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In May last, Parliament passed what we* noV* call the bilmcio 
d^assestdmento —that is, the definitive budget for the financial year, 
which now counts froiy June 30 of one year to July 1 of the next. 
The estimate, ordinary and exthiordinary together, amounted, roughly 
speaking, to 1,395,000,000 /ire / of which 328,000,000 are divided 
between war and marine, 248,000,000 going to the former and 
80,0(K),(X)6 to the latter. This is a lower expenditure, in proportion 
to the population, than that of other States, such as Germany and 
France, but it is higher in proportion to the revenue ; and the 
burdens to which both personal and landed property are subjected in 
Italy, to produce a revenue which this year shows a deficit of more 
than 26,000,000 lire, arc so heavy that it is not only impossible to 
add to them, but absolutely necessary to lighten them; while we 
liave in addition every sort of impost in force in other countries, and 
all of them heavier than elsewhere. We still keep up the monopolies 
of salt and tobacCo (salt being sold at an exorbitant price, the reduc¬ 
tion of which is urgently demanded, in the interest especially of the 
poorer classes and of agriculture), and the Government lottery, the 
gross proceeds of which come to 72,500,000 a year. On the other hand, 
the sums spent on the army and navy, which swallow up so large a part 
of the revenue, are held by'compctent persons to be quite insufficient 
for carrying out the scheme of naval and military organization which I 
have described—not to sj)cak of those who consider that scheme itself 
inadequate, and ask lor one which would give us a more numerous 
and better trained army of the first line, and a larger fleet. Even 
with the present organization there are many who maintain that the 
soldier must be better paid and better fed, and that the men must 
be kept longer tfnder arms, or at least that no furlough must be 
allowed, for the sake of economy, till the time of service with the 
colours prescribed by the law has been completed. It is also generally ’ 
thought that we have not spent enough on fortifications, guns, and 
ammunition. At this very moment the Chamber is voting another 
200,000,000, to be spent in this way within the next six yeay|; and 
still the military deputies complain that the sum is too low and the 
time allowed too long. Last year it voted another seventy-five 
millions to hasten the completion of the ships included in the scheme 
of July 1877, in addition to the hundred and forty-six millions which 
had already been granted for that purpose. 

It is very natural that a country which makes, in proportion to its 
means, such sacrifices as these for its army and navy, and is in constant 
danger of being called on for still greater sacrifices, should be disposed 
to favour a policy by which it might hope to reap some further 
advantage from its efforts besides the mere security from attack; 
and this feeling has grown all the stronger from the invariable good 

* Since the oew financial law of I8S8. 
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fortune which ftccompanied uh ia, all 0"^ eptwpJfMW down’ to the 
time when the kingdom of, Italy waa j 3 om|deted by the acqniaition of 
Eome. Between that time and this many changes have taken place 
out of Europe in the interest of the princi^ European powers 5 and 
it cannot be wondered at that a nation which, if not young, is re¬ 
newing its youth, should find it somewhat tantalising that not one 
of these changes should have been to its advantage, but dll of them 
to its manifest detriment- These changes sprang out of the war 
between Russia and Turkey in 1877, 

It ought to be remembered that down to March 19 of the pre¬ 
ceding year the government Lad remained in the hands of that 
I^Ioderate party which had ruled first Piedmont and then Italy, 
almost without interruption, ever since 1848. The leader of that 
party, the man in whom it found its best and fullest expression, 
was Count Cavour. He had created the party; he had been the 
heart and soul of it, even before his own accession to power in 
1850; he w^s still the heart and soul of it after his death-iu 
1861; those who succeeded him in oflSco were still Cavourians, 
Whatever opinion may be held of the internal policy of that party 
and in my opinion it was on the whole a sound one—no one can 
deny that its foreign policy was simply admirable. In 1859 it 
succeeded, by the aid of the French army, in acquiring Lombardy; 
and it succeeded, moreover, in sending that army back to France 
when it had done with it. In 1860 and 1861 it availed itself of the 
goodwill of France and England to increase the territory of the 
kingdom of Italy—then composed of Piedmont and Lombardy—by 
the Duchies, Tuscany, the Romagna, the Marches, Umbria, Naples, 
and Sicily. In 1866, at the time of the alliance with Prussia, though 
fortune had favoured Italy neither by sea nor by laud, it obtained 
Venetia from the hands of France, to whom it had been ceded by 
Austria. In 1870 it took the opportunity afibrded by the Franco- 
Prussian war, and occupied Rome on its evacuation by .the French. 
What part it' might have taken in the war between Russia and 
Turkey it is impossible to guess, as the opportunity for action was 
denied it. The last despatch of Viscount Venosti, Minister for 
Foreign Affairs in the last Government of that party, is dated 
January 30, 1876. In this, as in his earlier despatches, the leading 
idea is that the status quo must be somehow maintained in the 
Turkish Empire; hut that, with this very view, it was by all means 
desirable to obtain from the Porte large and well-guaranteed conces¬ 
sions to its Christian subjeets. But this theory could not but be 
affected by the events which followed, and obliged to conform itself 
to them. 

The first Ministry of the Progressist .pm^ty, which succeeded in 
March 1866, was formed by Signor Depretis, and in that the Minister 
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for Foreign Affkirs was Professor Melegari, a man of very moderate 
opiaionSj a professor of constitutional law, who had for some yeara 
b^n Minister at Berne. He was succeeded in December of the 
next year by Signor Depretis himself^ who in his second ministry 
united the portfolio of Foreign Affairs with the Presidency of the 
Council. On the fall of Signor Depretis in March 1878, Signor 
Cairoli, another chief of the same party, became Prime Minister, 
and Count Corti, who had been our representative at Constantinople, 
Minister for Foreign Affairs. Signor Cairoli's government lasted only 
till December of the same year, when it was turned out by Signor 
Depretis, who himself took the two.offices as before. In July 1879 
Signor Cairoli returned to power, and followed.the example of his 
predecessor by uniting the two functions in his own hands. He 
retained them through his third ministry, formed in November of 
that year, till a vote of the Chamber in May 1881 compelled him 
to resign. He was again succeeded by Signor Depretis, who then 
gave the foreign portfolio to the present Minister, Siguor Mancini. 

It would be tedious and useless to discuss the policy of each of these 
.successive ministers. Members, as they professed to'be of Progressist 
governments, sprung from the ruins of the Moderate party, they all 
in fact maintained an excessively cautious foreign policy. Not only 
did they make no advance on the policy of their predecessors, but 
they seem to have thought that, in order to gain credit with foreign 
cabinets, they must abstain from showing any sort of aspiration 
which might lead to its being supposed that they were likely to 
disturb the peace of Europe. Neither as a Government nor in any 
other way did they enter into any relation with the Progressist or 
Kadical parties of other countries. Professor Melegari and Count 
Corti were both of them trained diplomatists, disposed by their own 
traditions to maintain the most careful relations with foreign govern¬ 
ments. Signor Depretis has no liking for the adventurous in any 
form; and.Signor Cairoli, who in home affairs may be considered 
the most Badical of the five, has not ability enough to Conceive and 
c&rry out foreign combinations of any importance. Lastly, Signor 
Mancini, who was great as a lawyer, was new to the affairs he had to 
deal with in the office now entrusted to him. 

As a matter of fact, the causes of the change by which the 
direction of affairs passed from the hands of a moderate into those 
of an advanced party were all connected with questions of internal 
policy. They may all, indeed, be reduced to one. During the 
sixteen years when the Moderates wer^ directing the policy of the 
kingdom, the power and influence of the opposite party had naturally 
gone on increasing, till the time had come when they felt themselves 
in a position to take the helm and to partake and distribute the 
sheets of office. But this growth of influence was owing simply' to 
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the home policy of the Modern^ partj^ ^elf> and especially to tha 
continual increase of taxation, not to speak cif the ill-twill generated 
by disappointed ambitions. What the country expected from the 
party which succeeded it was not a more successful foreifcn policy, 
but a better and less expenaiw home government, a reduction of 
taxes, and, in some cases at least, a redistribution of favours and 
officea Those who had this last object in view were not*altogether 
disappointed; but in the matter of home government the country 
has in reality gained nothing. And it was to this alone that its 
eyes were turned. As to foreign affairs, it did not trouble itself 
about them. From 1§76 down to the present time, in spite of aU 
appearances to the contrary, the Italian Government has been allowed 
to do—still more, to leave undone—whatever it liked abroad, short 
of running into obvious danger or extravagance, so long as its action 
at home did not offend the influential classes or thoroughly alienate 
any part of its supporters. 

Nevertheless, this interval—from 1876 to 1885—is distinguishable 
into two periods. The first ends with the entry of the French into 
Tunis in May 1881; the second is not ended yet. These two periods 
are marked by an important difference in the relations of Italy with 
France. Even before 1870—as early as 1866—it seemed to many 
Italians that France was making us feel a little too much the 
weight of the benefits she bad conferred on us in 1859. Even the 
cession of Yenetia, made by Austria to the Emperor- of the French, 
and by the Emperor of the French to the Kingdom of Italy, wae 
rendered offensive to many by the manner in which it was done. 
Nevertheless, so long as the Empire lasted, the Moderate party, which 
was then in power in Italy, maintained its alliance with it. Even 
the alliance with Prussia in 1866 was not concluded without the 
sanction of the French Emperor. But when the Empire fell, the 
Moderate party had no reason for maintaining the same attitude 
towards the Republic; while, on the other hand, the advapeed party, 
which had opposed the Imperial alliance, would willingly have 
contracted with the Republic the very same relations which had 
seemed so intolerable when they bound us to the Empire. But ait 
the time when the Progressists succeeded the Moderates in 1876, the 
scornful and even menacing policy of France towards Italy left no 
opportunity for these favourable dispositions to show themselves. 
The new Government even thought it necessary to dispel any 
suspicion in the mind of Prince Bismarck that such favourable 
dispositions existed. So that when Count Corti, who was Foreign 
Minister in the first Cairoli Government, went to Berlin as the 
plenipotentiary of' the Kingdom of Italy, his chief care was to act 
in everything jn accordance with Germany, and consequently with 
Austria. And thus it came to pass, strangely enough, that while at 
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Berlin our diplomacy wai favouri|ig Aiutrian interests as the only 
means of satisfying Germany, in Italy the Eadicid friends of the 
Government were getting up an agitation for the liberation of the 
■rest of Italy—that is to say, Istria and the Trentino—from the 
Austrian dominion, and demonstrations hostile to the Austinan 
representatives were taking place both in Venice and in Borne, 
to the distnay of Count Corti, who insisted on Signor Cairoli's order¬ 
ing his home policy in such a way as not to destroy the effect of his 
foreign policy. 

This resolution to keep on good terms with Germany and Austria 
was one of the reasons why the Italian Government was careful to 
abstain from any special understanding with other Powers during 
the interval between the Treaty of San Stefano (March 3,1878) and 
the opening of the Berlin Congress (June 18). Replying on June 6 
to a communication from the Italian ambassador at St. Petersburg, 
Count Corti writes;—*' I can but associate myself most completely 
in the declaration with which your Excellency concludes your report, 
that Italy will enter the Congress absolutely free from special 
engagements of 'any kind whatever with the Russian Imperial 
Cabinet. The same may also be said with truth of our relations 
with all the other Cabinets.” 

And it was perfectly true. For the same reason, again, the 
Government declined to enter into any agreement with England, as 
appears from the answer given to advances made by her earlier in 
the year. To the Italian ambassador in London, who had informed 
him a day or two before that Lord Derby seemed to count on Italy 
for the defence of common interests in the Mediterranean and in the 
Black Sea, Count Corti reports, on March 28, the following con¬ 
versation between himself and the English ambassador in Rome:— 
In view of the changes which the present war may bring about in 
the balance of power hitherto maintained with respect to the communi¬ 
cations between the Mediterranean and the Black Sea, the Governments 
most immediately interested in those waters ought, in the opinion 
of the Queen's Government, to be agreed in considering th^ preser¬ 
vation in this respect of their commercial and political interests in 
the Black Sea and in the Straits—and, consequently, any act what¬ 
ever which may threaten, the violation of those interests—as a ques¬ 
tion of general import; and they therefore ought, from time to time, 
so far as may be practically possible, to agree as to the measures 
which might become necessary for the safeguarding of those interests. 
In reply, I assured Sir Augustus Paget that His Majesty’s Ministers 
attach a high value to the maintenance of the most cordial * and 
intimate relations with the British Government ; that in commercial 
matters England and Italy doubtless have common interests in rela¬ 
tion to that region; that we shall therefore be glad to receive and 
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to taka into oar most serions oaiuiddtatt^'iaefa^eominimuntio^ 
and representations as the Government of the Qneen may lay before 
us; hut that His Majesty's Government do not feel it poasiide to 
enter into engagements on this point which might lead & tiie neces¬ 
sity of action." In shorty the Italian Government declined every 
proposal which could possibly drag it into a war. It must be con¬ 
fessed that public opinion went with it. There was no Inclination 
in the country to have recourse to arms for any purpose whatever. 
Stilly it used to be supposed that Governments existed not in order to 
follow^ but in order to lead. 

Meantime, another series of events, springing out of those which 
had taken place in ^\‘estern Turkey, was developing itself in Egypt 
It ended, as everybody knows, in the deposition of Ismail Pasha in 
June 1879. This was the consummation desired by England and 
France, while Italy viewed it with an unfavouring eye. Neverthe¬ 
less, during all the vicissitudes that preceded it, Englaud showed as 
much good-will to Italy as was possible to her while acting with 
France, who was bitterly hostile to us. It was her wish that, in the 
Egyptian Cabinet, iu which the Minister of Finance was to be an 
Englishman, and the Minister of Public Works a Frenchman, the 
Minister of Agriculture and Commerce should be Italian. This 
proposal was rejected by the Egyptian Government itself. Italian 
diplomacy was fain to put up with the rebuff, but its claim was a 
just one; aud England and France can hardly now congratulate 
themselves on having been left in Egypt alone. 

It cannot be wondered at that Parliament and the country received 
■ with great satisfaction the announcement that the Government of 
Signor Cairoli had sanctioned the acquisition by the Kubattino Com¬ 
pany of the railway from Tunis to Goletta, which the Tunisian Bail- 
way Company had determined to sell. The Bill brought in on the 
12th of July 1880, which guaranteed to the Bubattino Company 
an annual interest of 6 per cent, in gold on the sum laid out, 
seemed a highly politic measure; and, if the truth must be told, it 
met with the approbation of most of the opponents of the Governmeut, 
and in particular with that of Signor Minghetti and Signor Sella, 
the two chiefs of the Moderate party. Others, with greater fore¬ 
sight, saw in it an act of extreme imprudence, unless we were pre¬ 
pared to maintain, by force of arms, that influential policy in T^is 
to which such a measure seemed to point. As a matter of fact, it 
gave France a pretext for occupying Tunis herself; a step which 
might hav6 been long postponed had no such occasion been given, 
though it mutt, in any case, have taken place sooner or later; and 
it is not impossible that, even so early as the Congress of Berlin, 
France had already secured the secret acquiescence of Englmid/ It 
is not easy to describe the grief and alarm which the invasion of 
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Tunis created in Italy. • A glance at t&e map is enough to shov 
h6w near Tunis is to Sicily; and the Italians remembered Carthage. 
When the news reached Rome of the treaty concluded on May 12, 
1881j between the French Republic and the Bey of Tunis, by which 
Franco obtained the protectorate, the fate of the Gairoli Ministry was 
sealed. It fell on the 14th. Signor Cairoli had been cruelly deceived 
by French diplomacy. The French ambassador in Rome had assured 
him that what was just about to happen should not happen; and he 
in all good faith had repeated these assurances to the Chamber. 

The policy of France had so far produced this result—that there 
were now but very few Italians, and those exclusively of the Re¬ 
publican and Radical parties, who were not thoroughly alienated' 
from her, and convinced that not only was it necessary to give up 
counting on her in any way in future, but that we must secure our¬ 
selves against her by some other alliance. It was also felt that, with 
the Cairoli Ministry, the Progressist party which had come into 
power in 1876, had exhausted its last combination compatible with 
the existence of the Monarchy. If its foreign policy had not been 
fortunate—and it had seemed to the country so unfortunate that the 
government would at that moment have reverted into the hands of 
the Moderates, had the chief of that party, Quintino Sella, who was 
intrusted by the King with the task of forming a cabinet, shown a 
little more courage and decision—its home policy had ended by 
greatly increasing the confidence and audacity of the parties opposed 
to the monarchical constitution. Nor was the prevalence of these 
parties quite without perilous consequences abroad. Germany did not 
like it,'and Prince Bismarck made no attempt to conceal his dblike; 
while Austria, who saw herself menaced in the Trentino and Istria, 
gave signs of not intending to submit patiently to rash provocation. 

In this state of things, it was natural that the Government which 
was to succeed that of Signor Cairoli should also itself be formed 
from the spme Progressist party, since the Moderates had confessed 
their inability to do anything, but that it should be of a more 
moderate stamp, and should detach itself more completely from the 
extreme Radical Left, thus giving greater prominence to monarchical 
principles at home, and putting itself in agreement with Germany 
aud Austria abroad. Signor Mancini, who was selected by Signor 
Bepretis as his Foreign Minister, had two excellent qualities for 
enabling him to bring our foreign policy ihto accordance with home 
requirements: he was in reality a man of exceedingly moderate 
opinions, and he was very docile to suggestions coming from above. 
King Humbert I., a man of great sense and of noble* heart, does not 
take the active part his father took in affairs of State, and he keeps 
most scarupulously within the limits of his rights as a constitutional 
prince. But he could not but be aware how ruinous was the policy 
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of Si^or P^li, both at home and ^road---Bit home^beoanee^he. vak 
on the wrong tracV altogether, end abroad, becatue he vai, not, on 
an 7 track at all; and he.ccmid not but perceive the neoeitftf 
of our Biding with Germany and Austria, and basing our pcdicy oa 
*this alliance, if we were to hold our own against France without 
and against subversive elements within. At any rate, the Minister 
for Foreign Affairs was of this opinion, whether, he formed it for 
himself, or whether, as 1 suspect, but do not know, it was suggested 
to him by the King. 

The visit of the King and Queen, in October 1881, to the Emperor 
and Empress of Austria showed very plainly what was now to be the 
policy of Italy. In resolving on this policy, and in subordinating 
every other feeling to his sense of the public interest, the King of 
Italy gave fresh proof of that sound practical judgment which dis¬ 
tinguishes him. It was not, however, distinctly agreed that the visit 
should be- returned, and it was not returned. This gave great dis¬ 
satisfaction to the country, or at least to those in the country who 
consider and remember these things; for Italy loves her Sovereigns, 
and resents any act on the part of a foreign Sovereign which seems 
wanting in courtesy to them. One of the reasons of the warm Bym« 
pathy felt by Italy for Germany is the friendship which, a& everybody 
knows, exists between King Humbert and the Prince Imperial of 
Germany, a friendship which the Prince Imperial loses no oppor¬ 
tunity of displaying. 

In the Parliaments of the three States thus brought together, 
there have not been wanting declarations as to the alliance 
formed at the close of the year 1880 or the beginning of 1881, but 
they have not been such as to make it possible to explain, with any 
certainty, the substance and terms of the treaty. The duration of 
the alliance is known to have been fixed at five years; but the precise 
object it aims at can only be conjectured. It undoubtedly guaranteed 
Italy against French invasion, while it bound her to join^her army 
with that pf Germany and Austria in case of war braking opt between 
those two States and France. We may be pretty sure that Prince 
Bismarck did not leave it to the Italian Government to distinguish 
between an ofiensive and a defensive war on the part of France, nor 
bind himself, on the other hand, to aid us against the French, even 
in case the provocation came all from their side. It certainly was 
a great advantage to Italy, that her policy should be tbna directed 
into a settled and steady course, for she had lost credit by her many 
vacillations between 1878 and 1880. Nevertheless, it canipot be 
denied that the satisfaction caused by the announcement > of the 
triple alliance was soon* followed by a certain disillusion. The ex¬ 
istence of the alliance in no way hindered the complete occupation of 
Tunh by the 'French; and Italy soon found that che could not count 
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on ita aupport in any expansion beyond her own -frontier. It offered 
no obstructioHij but neither did it tender any assistance. A little 
later on^ it became apparent that it suited the views and interests of 
' Prince Bismarck to stir up France to extend her territory elsewhere 
than in EuropCj even though this extension took place in a mode and 
direction injurious to Italy at present^ and likely to prove not less 
so in the future. 

Hardly had Tunis submitted to the French protectorate before 
the conviction began to .penetrate the Italian political mind that 
France must not be allowed to advance into Tripoli. Tripoli, it was 
thought, ought rather to be Italy’s compensation for leaving Tunis 
to France. That Tripoli should be Italy^s share of the north coast 
of Africa had already been suggested by some one at the time of the 
Berlin Treaty, but the Government did not care to follow it up. It 
may be doubted whether the idea is even now much more matured. 
The difficulties placed in the way of such an acquisition by the relations 
of Tripoli to the Ottoman Empire—different as they are from those of 
Egypt and Tunis—arc not fully present to the public mind j nor is 
less difficulty to be anticipated from the opposition of France, who has 
an easy means of reaching Tripoli by land from Tunis, while an 
Italian array must necessarily go by sea. Moreover, the military 
and economical advantages to be derived from the possession of Tripoli 
arc far inferior to those which might have been expected from Tunis. 
And finally, Mussulman fanaticism would give us no less trouble in 
Tripoli than it has given the French in Algeria. All these incon¬ 
veniences, which escape the more ardent Italians, do not escape the 
Government ; and I believe the Minister for Foreign Affairs to be 
quite sincere when he declares to foreign Ministers, and in Parlia¬ 
ment, that he cherishes no designs whatever for an expedition 
against Tripoli, although, as he rightly adds, he would not allow 
it to be occupied by any other Power. He considers it essential— 
and this i% the common opinion of all our politicians—that Tripoli 
should either remajn Turkish or become Italian. Only it appears 
to me that neither the Ministry nor the public has any very" ^clear 
idea as to the course to be taken in case France should consider that 
it had better become French. 

In any case, one of our most effectual safeguards lies in the aid 
and concurrence of England. It has been shown above how, at the 
most opportune moment, her proffered alliance was declined. The 
chief men of the moderate party—as, for instance, Signor Minghetti, 
and of the advanced party—as Signor Crispi, have repeatedly up- 
broided Signor Mancini with having again refused* this alliance in 
188S, when England resolved to rescue Egypt from Arabi, who, on 
his part, wished to rescue her from England and all the other Euro¬ 
pean Powers; Signor Mancini has always denied—not that the con- 
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ourrence of Italy was requested^ but that it wu evax xafused. He says, 
that he asked for time^ and postponed his answer. He also alleges jin 
his own defence/the widespread feeling in favour of Arabia and against 
England. Many Italians lost theiX heads, and took Arabi for the 
representative of the very same national principle to which we owe 
the reconstruction of It^y, The military preparations of England, 
moreover, seemed slow, scanty, and inadequate. The news of the vic¬ 
tory of Tel-el-Kebir came ill unexpected, and was received with 
astonishment, in spite of the marvellous precision with which the 
English general had foreseen and foretold it. ' ’ 

The foreign policy of Italy might never have roused itself from the 
inertia into which it bad sunk under the shelter df the Triple Alliance, 
had it not been for that movement of colonial expansion to which— 
particularly during the Congo Conference—Germany, of all others, 
seemed especially to surrender herself. From what has been already 
said, it may be easily imagined that the country could not but feel 
mortified at having itself no share in the movement. But in Ger*. 
many the Government and the nation were ready, and knew what 
they meant; in Italy the nation and the Government were alike unpre¬ 
pared, and any action of the Government would have come upon the 
nation as a surprise. The German Government followed with its 
standard where the activities of the nation had already gone before; 
with us there were no existing interests of Italian subjects in Asia 
or Africa which the Government could feel itself called upon to 
protect. 

In this uncertainty as to the data of the problem, it may well be 
supposed athat Signor Mancini would have preferred not to take 
action at all; and that he did so rather because he was urged on by 
public opinion than because he was himself convinced that any¬ 
thing could be or ought to be done. Left without guidance of any 
sort, the step he took was natural enough. As early as 1870 the 
Rubattino Company had bought the territory of Assab; not without 
an understanding with the Government, which, little by little, was 
showing its hand, Tlie transaction was not agreeable to the Egyptian 
Government, and it was hampered with many restrictions by the 
English. What use it could possibly be to Italy was never very 
clearly explained; but there never was a shadow of a doubt that the 
arrangement ought to be maintained. A Bill brought in by Signor 
Mancini in June 1882, after long and difficult negotiations with 
England, declared the territory of Assab an Italian colony, and 
defined its limits; and certain powers were granted to the Govern¬ 
ment for the organization of the colony. Another Bill, brought in 
in June 1884, was to provide a sum of 625,000 lire for carrying out 
some maritime works there; but this bill has never yet been passed, 
for the time it was presented to Parliament l^e Ministry cleuly 
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did not anticipate an extension of the Italian dominion on the Red 
Sea beyond Assab; and when this extension took place^ with a 
rapidity beyond all expectation^ the Chamber delayed the passing 
of the Bill, perceiving that the 'new situation would require to be 
met by very different provisions. 

The Italian Government now occupies, on the west coast of the 
Red Sca,^eilal, Massowah, Arafali, M'Kullu, and Arkiko. In order 
to understand what sort of a foreign policy this is and where it is 
likely to lead to, we should need to know with what idea the occu¬ 
pation wlas undertaken, and what understanding was come to 
beforehand with England. Now here we are altogether in the dark. 
Signor Mancini, in his declarations, has oscillated between the desire 
to make it appear that Italy proposed to herself nothing more than 
was already done, and the desire to insist on the necessity of enter¬ 
ing on a definite course of action with regard to Africa, either in 
concert with England, or, at the worst, alone. On the other hand, 
members of the English Government spoke as if they had never had 
any understanding whatever with the Italian Government, but simply 
had been made aware of its intentions and had not opposed them, 
while, with regard to Massowah, they had drawn attention to the 
stipulations of the treaty of Adowa, concluded between England and 
Abyssinia in June 1884. It is difficult, not to say impossible, to 
understand how the English Government, which had viewed our 
acquisition of Assab with such jealousy that no precautions were 
enough to satisfy it, should now be willing to let us occupy, if we 
cared to do so, every part of the coast which it does not occupy 
itself; but tliis, perhaps, is not the only thing in the presont policy 
of England whicji has been somewhat obscure. On the other hand. 
Signor Mancini made no official announcement to Parliament of the 
occupation of these posts; and he professed, while occupying them, to 
respect not only the immediate authority of Egypt but the suzerainty 
of Turkey, and to Lave gone to the Red Sea in order to do them 
the service of maintaining public order—a service which neither 
Egypt nor Turkey had asked of him, and for ^hich neither (/I them 
appears to bo much obliged. ^ 

But, impossible as it is to explain or understand this policy, it is 
worth while to point out what is thought of it by the Italian 
public. It cannot be denied that the announcement made towards the 
end of January, that our ships were to sail for the Red Sea, for what 
purpose nobody quite knew, filled the country with delight. We 
had been idle so long, and with such an army, such a fieet of ships I 
We had stood so long with folded arms, looking on while others 
were making conquests, perhaps to our detriment 1 Moreover, the 
pretext itself pleased us. We were going with arms in our hands 
to demand satisfaction for the murder of Bianchi and his companions 
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by the Danekih ; for Biaiicfai's burderers^were^nottQ remftinuapaii- 
ishedj like thoie of Qralietti and Biglieri, whom the Bgyj^iau 
Gorernmeiit promised to find and punisfa, and then/notwithatatiduig 
the intervention of England, who offered to mediate between Egypt 
and Italy, did nothing at all in the matter. We were ddighted at 
the occupation of Beilul; we were delighted at the. occupation of 
Massowah. The country was carried away by the generally received 
idea that the campaign of Italy in the lied Sea was to run parallel, 
as Signor Mancini expressed it, with that of England in the SoncUn, 
and welcomed the initiative of the Government, which was placing 
us in a position to take our ^are in a large and general movement. We 
were glad to have a chance of testing the worth of our soldiers and 
seamen, and we were grateful to England for giving us the oppor¬ 
tunity. This gratitude was shown most conspicuously at the fall of 
Khartoum. The death of Gordon was no less lamented in Italy 
than in England; and it may safely be affirmed that had the English 
Government in that emergency requested the aid of the Italian army, 
public opinion would have forced the Government to give it without 
condition and without delay. 

But, little by little, all these dreams were dissipated. There remains 
to us the possession—with no certain title—of some few posts certainly 
of no immediate- use to us, even if they should turn out valuable in 
some distant future. There remains the anticipation of no small 
waste of men and money in an inhospitable and undesirable region. 
There remains the possibility of a war with Abyssinia first, and 
with Egypt afterwards, when the position of Egypt will have become 
somewhat different from what it is at present. Brave as our army 
may be, eager as it may be to prove itself in the field, earnestly as 
the nation desires to see it put to the proof, no one can imagine that 
an expedition further into the interior of Africa could bring us either 
glory or profit. The policy which has placed us where we are has 
proved to the Italian people that it was neither clear in its conception 
nor practical in its aims. The Minister who thought to increase 
his reputation by it, has so lost credit that the Chamber first publicly 
voted against him on the most frivolous pretext, and afterwards, 
voting secretly by ballot, passed his estimates by a majority of only one 
—a thing unprecedented in Italian parliamentary history. Of the 
first blow he took no notice; to the second he was forced to succumb. 
His resignation carried with it that of the whole Cabinet.; but, for 
reasons too long to explain, Signor Depretis was again charged with 
the task of constructing a Government, there being no one 'who, in 
the present condition of the Chamber, could be expected to be more 
successful. Signor Depretis, who had defended his'colleague to the best 
of bis power And asserted the solidarity of the Government, brought 
back to office with him almost exactly the same Caffinet as before— 
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excluding, of course, Signor Mancini, and himself provisionally 
undertaking the administration of Foreign Affairs. He is said to 
have urged Count Kobilant, our ambassador at Vienna, to accept the 
post, but without success.. In what way this exchange of Signor 
Mancini for Signor Depretis is to affect our policy in the Bed Sea 
it is impossible to say, since it was just as much the policy of the 
second asr of the first. Nor- has the Chamber, while expressing its 
dissatisfaction both by its secret and its open vote, ever clearly in¬ 
dicated what were the things it wished to alter. Signor Depretis, 
when questioned as to his intentions, simply replied that they would 
be regulated by circumstances, and he Was pressed no further. The 
country would not, 1 think, willingly abandon Massowah and the 
other posts already occupied; but neither would it willingly see our 
possession of them remain subject to the suzerainty *of Egypt, in 
whose name the taxes are still collected, and whose Hag floats beside 
our own. Any retrograde movement would be extremely displeasing 
to it, while this little step in advance would satisfy it, without 
awakening any general enthusiasm. The acquisition would be ren¬ 
dered easy by our present relations with Abyssinia, which, by the 
latest accounts, are much improved; and no opposition is expected 
from the new Jilnglish Government, since the Conservatives will not 
like to seem less friendly to Italy than the Liberals. In any case 
we sliall not be disposed to let our own Government involve itself in 
any enterprize in the interior of the Soudan. General Ricci, who 
has lately returned from Massowah, expressed himself very strongly 
in the Chamber against any such enterprize;. and his opinion was 
received with approbation, as it appears to me, both by the Chamber 
and by the country. 

In summing up, it may be said that the foreign policy of Italy 
has not yet found its way in the new situation created by the Treaty 
of Berlin, In Europe it rests, and will continue to rest, on the 
German and Austrian alliance—at least so long as the government 
does not fall into the hands of the Radicals, which does not seem 
likely to happen at present; while in Asia and Africa it dJes not 
intend to reduce itself to abstention, but has not yet been able to 
shape for itself a distinct aim, nor. to decide on the best means of 
attaining it. 


B. Bonohi. 



CHOLERA: 

ITS CAUSE AND PREVENTION.*. 


T he interest excited in cholera by its presence in Europe daring 
last summer and autumn was reawakened in the spring by thf 
prospect of a war which might have brought us face to face with an 
enemy much more formidable than the armies of Kussia. War is no 
longer in immediate prospect, so that for the present we need not 
think of cholera in connection with Asia Minor or the Black Sea. 
But the epidemic which is ‘now raging with such pitiless fury in the 
Mediterranean provinces of Spain makes us all feel that the threat 
of 1884 may he fuldlled in 1885. There is probably no serious ground 
for apprehending that we shall have to do with cholera in England 
this year; the chance, however, is sufficiently r^ar to make it 
reasonable to inquire whether any useful information as to the causes 
of cholera, or the way in which it can best be guarded agdinst, has been 
gained since the last time that the disease visited our shores. 

In dealing with cholera, as in other matters in respect of i^hich 
conduct must be guided by knowledge of seine kind, the question 
what sort of knowledge is best and most valuable, comes prominently 
to the front, and is one on which those who profess to follow the 
scientific method, and those who profess to bd guided by what they 
are pleased to call common sense, are apt to entertain different 
opinions. The question is in reality not between two* kinds 
of knowledge, but between two ways of acquiring the same kind of 
knowledge. Those of us who have studied cholera at home in the 
hospital ward or in the laboratory approach the subject on one side. 
Those whose lives, like that of my friend Dr. J. M. Cuningham, the 
Sanitary Commissioner with the Government of India, have for the 

* The nbstanoe of a lectore delivered at the Royal InstittitioB on Friday evening, 
May 10, 1886. 
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most pari been spent in a prolonged encounter with cholera year 
after year, as it presents itself in prisons and* armies and among the 
multitudinous populations of our Indian Empize, from another. But 
ire are all seeking the same kind of knowledge, and what is more, 
wre ail tend to the same conclusions. If, for example, a comparison 
be made of the recent work published by Dr. Cuningham, Cholera r 
What can the State do to prevent it ? ” in which he professes to 
confine himself to considerations of common sense and deprecates- 
the interference of science with practical questions, with the lecture 
given a few months ago to the people of Munich by Professor von 
Pettenkofer, who is acknowledged to be one of the highest scientific 
authorities on the etiology of cholera, it will be found chat the German 
Gelehrter and the English administrator say practically the same thing. 

As this paper is intended for the perusal of persons who do nob 
specially concern themselves with pathology, I will enter as little 
as possible upon subjects of controversy, regarding it as of much 
more .importance that those notions as to the cause and nature of 
cholera, about which there is no dispute, should be generally under¬ 
stood, than that the claims of rival investigators should be vindicated. 
In the slow process by which new knowledge is acquired, strife is a 
necessary and unquestionably a productive element. Burning ques¬ 
tions arise wherever and whenever scientific investigation bears, or 
appears to bear, on practicpl action. Eventually .they find their 
solution; but in the meantime it is almost impossible for those who 
are immediately concerned hi discussing them to guard against the 
infiuence of personal antagonisms .and predilections. As regards all 
recent questions of this kind, I think that I am myself in a position 
to look at them from a distance, for I have had no direct concern 
with cholera since 1866. I will therefore ask the reader to regard 
me neither as a contagionist nor as a localist, and to dismiss the 
** comma-bacillus " from his mind until we have had time to take a 
genesal view of the tendencies which this great world plague has 
manifested '‘in its dealings with mankind since it first found its way 
into Europe. . / 

It is agreed by all authorities that cholera is native in India, and 
particularly in the district where it is now " endemic ”—namely, in 
the district which corresponds roughly to the deltas of the Ganges 
and Brahmaputra and the district of Cuttack. Aa, however, it for 
the most part confined its ravages to the native populations, with 
whom at that time our relations were much less direct and intimate 
than they are now, it excited no general interest, and was fndee^ so 
little known to medical men that when in 1817 the disease broke out 
at Jessore, near Calcutta, it was believed to be an entirely new 
.malady. Even now there are some writers who speak of Jessore aa 
the '' cradle of cholera " and the year 1817 as the starting-point of 
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its notwithstandiog that' tte inquiries'which were thed 

initiated ^owed not only that in Bengal the dis^aiie was an an&ual 


first case at Jessore. 

The great epidemic of'1817 and 1818 was distin^ished frofti* 
previous ones by its extent and destructiveness, but chiefiy by the 
circumstance that in this year it became for the first time a serious 
obstacle to English conquest. How or when it began it is prO' 
bably impossible to determine, for evidence exists of its presence 
in July 1817 within a few weeks at places so distant from one 
another as Patna and Dacca. Two months later it was at Benares, 
Allahabad, and Mirzaporc; and in October of the same year an event 
occurred which at once gave the disease a significance it had not 
before possessed. The Marquis of Hastings, with an army of over 
ten thousand Europeans and a much larger native force, was in the 
Bundelcund, not far from Allahabad, where cholera was then raging. 
Cholera had on several previous occasions interfered with military 
operations, but this time it attacked Hastings* European troops with' 
a violence of wdiich there had before been no example. The 
pestilence continued for several weeks with unabated destructiveness, 
until early in November the army was Withdrawn from the Bundel> 
cund and moved westwards in its march towards Gwalior, on which 
the mortality at once subsided. Thousands of dead and dying were 
left behind, but cholera was left behind with them, and a lesson was 
learned which has since been often repeated in Indian experience— 
that when a military force is encountered by cholera, removal from 
the infected locality is the only effectual way of checking it. 

In 1818 cholera overspread the whole Indian Peninsula. West¬ 
ward it extended up the Ganges valley to Delhi and Agra, and 
uventually found its way across the Sutlej to Lahore. Southwards 
it flanked the line of the Viudhya, attacked Nagpore, and thence 
spread to other places iq Central India. Along the cast coast there 
were destructive epidemics at Vizagapatam, in, the deltas of the 
Godavery and Kistnuh, at Madras and Pondicherry, and various other 
places further south. In 1819 Ceylon, which had been similarly 
invaded in 1804 and probably often previously, suffered very severely. 
The spread of cholera in the island was naturally enough attributed 
to the commercial intercourse between Trincomalee and the infects 
ports on the coast of Coromandel. Whatever may be said for or 
against this belief as regards Ceylon, it is difficult to offer any other 
explanation of the outbreak which occurred the same year in Mauritius 
than the obvious one that it was carried over the sea by trading 
ships, for even though the evidence which exists that the Mauritius 
epidemic took its start from the arrival, with cholera on board, of 


visitor, blit that in Calcutta itself it was fatally 
native town several weeks before Dr. Tytler was 


prevtdeni in the 
called to see the 
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the ship Topaze, were proved to be defective, it could scarcely be 
accounted for in any other way than as a result of commercial inter¬ 
course. From Mauritius cholera spread to Madagascar and the 
Portuguese settlements on the east coast of Africa. 

In the course of 1820 cholera seems to have spread over Asia. 
In that year it was at Canton and Nankin, and travelled up 'the 
Yang-tse-kiang into the interior of China, and finally reached th*e 
capital. In the same year it is said that 150,000 persons died of it 
in the island of Java. Celebes, the Moluccas, and the Philippines 
were invaded at the same time. Burmah, Siam, and Singapore had 
been ravaged the previous year, and it was believed that the latter place, 
where so many streams of commercial movement meet, was the source 
whence the infection was distributed over China and the Malay 
Archipelago. The explanation was probably correct. By the universal 
infection of all the ports of our Indian dependencies in 1819 the 
channels of European commerce in the East were more thoroughly con- 
taminated than they had ever been before. Modern experience teaches 
us that though cholera is very unapt to spread in this way, it may do 
so ; and I confess it appears to me quite impossible to doubt that 
in those early years of its history it did so. 

From 1820 onwards we have evidence that cholera has never been 
absent from Bengal, and has behaved throughout in the same way 
that it doe> now. The best general idea of the extent of its influ¬ 
ence and of the differences which subsist between years of great 
epidemic prevalence and others, may be gained by an examination 
of the scries of maps which have been published by the Inditm 
Government. The conclusions which these maps suggest, and which 
are confirmed by^the more minute and exhaustive study of cholera 
statistics which has been made by Dr. Bryden,'^ may be summarily 
stated as follows. 

Within certain areas, the limits of which comprise the alluvial plains 
adjoining great rivers, and particularly in the deltas of such rivers, 
cholera is always present. Outside these so-called endemic areas 
some places arc distinguished by their liability to the epidenr'.^ pre¬ 
valence of the disease, others by their special immunity, and in 
general no relation can be traced between liability to epidemic pre¬ 
valence and personal intercourse with infected districts; so that,, 
however clear it may be that the infection of cholera is capable, 
under certain conditions, of being conveyed from place to place,. 
lUdian experience afifords no ground for attributing any importance 
to such conveyance as a means of the spread of cholera in that country. 

. Let me now try to give an account of the circumstances which 
led to the escape of cholera, if such an expression may be used, 

* See ** Kpidemio Cholera in the Bengal Presidency.’* By James L. Bryden, M.P. 
Calcutta. 1809. 
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from its India® home into Europe^. As piobaWy ,e^ery wader knows, 
the first European country invaded by cholera waa; Buaa^ ^md, the 
first European town of any importance was Orenburg, 99 , the Ural, 
one of the great feeders of the Caspian. How did cho}|ra find its 
way from the Indian Peninsula to the Caspian ? The only answer 
that can be given is that the communication took place by way of 
Persia, and that Persia itself was invaded^ not, as has been apmetimes 
said, by Afghanistan, but by the Persian Gulf. In 1821—that is, a 
year after the epidemic of Zanzibar—there was a destructive outbreak 
of cholera at Muscat ia Arabia and at the Persian port of Bushire, 
and a little later at Bagdad. From these littoral beginnings 'the 
epidemic spread during the next year (1822) over the whole of Persia 
and great part of Asia Minor. In 1823 it was in Damascus and 
Aleppo, having at the same time or previously existed in Iskanderoon 
and other places on the Mediterranean. It is usually stated that in 
1822 cholera crossed the Caucasus for the first time, the only ground 
for the statement being that in that year it prevailed at about the same 
time at Tifiis and at Astrachan, In reality, cholera seems to have 
reached Astraclian, not over the Caucasus,* but by creeping along the 
Caspian shores from llcsht, which was the first place invaded. In 
the Caspian, as in India, it found a suitable soil in the deltas of the 
Terek and the Volga, and finally ascended the Ural, as has been 
already noted, to Orenburg. Beyond these limits cholera failed to 
penetrate further into Europe either by the Mediterranean, the Black 
Sea, or the Caspian, its disappearance in Syria .and in Astrachan 
being simultaneous. There seems good reason for believing 
that it was entirely absent for six years (1823 to 1829), but in 
August 1829 it reappeared in Orenburg without its being possible 
to ascertain with any certainty whence it came. *A1] that can be 
asserted is, that it was at the same time widely scattered over Central 
Asia, in Afghanistan, at Teheran, at Khiva and Bokhara, as well as on 
the shores of the Caspian, and that in consequence it was on this 
occasion believed to have rather come by Central Asia than from Persia. 

In 1830, the year after the Orenburg epidemic, cholera made its 
first great advance into Europe. In August of that year there were 
destructive epidemics at Astrachan (where there is good reason for 
believing that the cholera had wintered), at Zaritzin, at Saratov, at 
Kasan, and finally at Penza—all, with the exception of the last, on 
the Volga. A few weeks later it was at Taganrog, Kertch, Sebastopol, 
Cherson and Odessa, and finally, in September 1830, began the 
epidemic of Moscow, which was rendered memorable by the self- 
sacrifice and devotion ,of the Kussian Emperor. In 1831 cholera 
for the first time spread over Central Europe. Beyond the broad 
fact that Russia was first invaded, it is quite impossible to say how 
this momentous result was brought about, as 'the reader may at once 
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satisfy himself by comparing the following. dates, 'which are derived 
from Dr, Peters* "History of the Travels pf Asiatic Cholera," 
published in the Beports of the United States War Department 
Moscow, September 1880 to Ma^ch 1831; and in the latter year, 
Petersburg, June; Warsaw and Cracow, April; Dantzic, March; 
Berlin, August; Hamburg, October. In October • 1831 cholera 
appeared «at Sunderland and became epidemic there and in the 
neighbouring towns, Newcastle, Gateshead, Shields; but it was not 
until a large number of persons had been attacked and died that it 
was admitted to be Asiatic. There is evidence that during the 
preceding summer the disease had been introduced into the port of 
London, and had even spread among the maritime population; but 
notwithstanding that no special precautions appear to have been taken, 
London itself remained exempt until early in the spring of 1832. 

Jn the summer of that year it prevailed in most of the seaport 
towns of England and Ireland, and was carried across the Atlantic 
by Irish emigrants. For when, in June 1833, the disease broke out 
in a lodging-house in Quebec* which had received a number of these 
emigrants, destroyed fifty-six lives, and in the next fortnight spread 
everywhere in the town, it is impossible to doubt that these persons 
brought with them to their new home the seeds of cholera. The 
history of the invasion of Montreal, which occurred about simulta* 
neously, was but a repetition of the experience of Quebec. During 
the autumn of 1833 and the year following, cholera ascended the 
St. Lawrence to Chicago, and thence found its way to the Upper 
Mississippi, where it very seriously interfered with the military opera¬ 
tions against the Indians. In 1833 it appeared in Cuba, whence it 
spread later in the same year to Mobile, New Orleans, Tampico, and 
other ports on tie Gulf of Mexico, and eventually to Mexied and 
Vera Cruz. Epidemics continued to occur in the Spanish-speaking 
countries of the New World until 1834-35, in the former of which 
years Spain itself was for the first time invaded. The gi*eat< epi¬ 
demics of Madrid and Barcelona were followed by a general exten¬ 
sion along the Mediterranean coast—Cette, Marseilles, Toulon> /Nice, 
Genoa, and Naples being attacked in the order in which they 
have been mentioned. As there was an interval between the 
Mediterranean spread and the great wave which had affected England 
in 1832, it seemed as if the disease, which was communicated to the 
New World from the Old, had been returned back to it from the 
West Indies. Whether this was so or not is scarcely worth inquiry. 
It would be much more interesting if we could explain how it was 
that the Mediterranean, which was in 1833 exposed to every con¬ 
ceivable chance of infection,'was not invaded until 1834; and why,, 
having seized upon such ports as Marseilles and Genoa, it showed no 

* Dr. Peters, loc, cU. p. 5G4. 
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tendency to tra^l norihvards lip the "country it Iia^? pxeriqnaly 
invaded. Let me add that cholera did not leave llurope 'until 1897, 
after which the Weatem World was free from it for a decade., 

Cholera reached the Caapian for the third time in April 1847, iti 
arrival beings the outcome of a general spread of the diseaae in Persia 
and Central Asia. It soon found its way into the interior^of Boa^ 
and broke out for the second time in Moscow, two months after, it 
had appeared, almost simultaneously, at Astrachan and Constantinople. 
By the winter of 1847-8 it was at Riga, and spread, • daring the 
following summer, just as it had done before, along the Baltic coast# 
reaching Hamburg in September. 

The conveyance of cholera into England, and from England to 
America, was but a repetition of what had happened in 1833; and 
the same sort of evidence existed at New Orleans and at New York, 
in which places the epidemic began simultaneously (December 1848) 
of importation by emigrants. From 1847 Western Europe was a^in 
free from cholera for six years, notwithstanding that it was always 
present somewhere in the East. 1853 was a cholera year: it was 
marked by a fearful epidemic in St Petersburg, which again spread 
along the Baltic coast, reaching London and Liverpool in July, but 
not becoming epidemic until the following year. 

After a dozen years of immunity, cholera agahi appeared in Europe 
in 1865. On this occasion it was generally believed that the pestilence 
reached Europe, not as before by the Caspian and Black Sea, but by 
the Mediterranean. There is no doubt that cholera was rife at 
Jedda and Mecca in the spring of 1865, also that it prevailed from 
the beginning of June in Alexandria, and appeared in Malta on the 
30th of that month, and about the same time at •Marseilles, and 
subsequently on the coast of Spain (Valencia). As was the case last 
summer, the seed was conveyed to Paris, and on that occasion bore 
fruit in the dcatlis of about 7,000 persons in five months. There 
was also, as many readers will remember, a small epidemic vit South¬ 
ampton, the origin of which was traced by Dr. Parkes to the arrival 
of ships with cholera on board from Alexandria j but with this excep¬ 
tion Western Europe remained free until the following year. Nor ■ 
in all probability would England have ever sulfered as it did in 1866, 
had the sporadic spread of cholera from the Mecca pilgrims been 
our only risk. At the time that all'these events were going on 
about the Mediterranean a new storm was brewing in the old 
quartep—in North Germany. The appearance of cholera on August 39, 
1865, at Altenburg, a place situated in the very middle of Ger¬ 
many, was one of the strangest events which is on record in 
relation to cholera in Europe. The epidemic in that district, which 
is exclusively watered by tributaries of the Elbe, lasted for four months 
(i.c., until the verjr middle of winter), culminating in October, and 
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deBtroying 500 people. All of these deaths occurred in some half- 
dozen tovns lying to the southward of Leipsic. This was followed 
by a general dissemination of cholera in Germany. By July 1866 
it was already at London and Liverpool. The Prussians in their 
march into Bohemia passed through the country that had been 
the scat of the epidemic in the previous year^ and on their return 
from thefr short but victorious' campaign encountered it in Halle 
and Leipsicj in which places by that time it had gained headway^ 
and suffered so severely that more soldiers^ lives were lost by cholera 
than by the weapons of the Austrians. Since 1866 we in England 
have again had a long period of immunity, notwithstanding that wc 
have been repeatedly threatened. In Germany a succession of epide¬ 
mics occurred between 1873 and 1875, none of which reached England. 
Although these, from the completeness with which they were' inves¬ 
tigated, afford materials for a very instructive study of the subject, 
I must for the present content myself with the sketch already given 
of the epidemics which have affected this country.* It may, 
perhaps, suificc to enable the reader to see that in these successive 
spreads of cholera over the civilized world it follows certain general 
laws—as, for example, that it loves great rivers, and particularly their 
deltas aud estuaries, and that it is capable of being conveyed oyer 
sea and land, following for the most part the lines of commercial inter¬ 
course. On either side of this general view, which the unbiassed 
intelligent reader of cholera history finds himself compelled to take, 
range the opposite opinions of contagionists on the one hand, who 
believe that cholera came to Europe in 1830, because the materies 
mothi accidentally escaped from India; and, on the other, the believers 
in the spontaneous origin of cholera, who think that they mean some¬ 
thing when they say that the cause of cholera is atmospheric " or 
" telluric.^' 

Let us now see what can be learned by looking at the subject 
from the itonsideratiou of its pathological nature. With this view 
we will take as our starting-point the assumption that cholera is a 
specific ** disease, which means simply that it has a partkAilar or 
proper cause—a cause which is peculiar to it, and without which it 
cannot come into existence. In each of the diseases known as 
smallpox, glanders, diphtheria, cattle-plague, the cause presents itself 
as a tangible material which can be obtained from the body' of 
any human being or animal affected with it, and may thus be 
subjected to experimental investigation. In the case of the affection 
called woolsorters^ disease, or splenic fever, to which persons 
engaged in manipulating particular kinds of wool imported from 

* See Ottnther, ** Dio indiaclie Cholera in Sacheen im Jahre 1865, T^tip nig^ 1S66 
and Fettenkofer, Die SachsiBchen Cbolera>Epidemien des Jahres 1866/’ Ztsob. f. 
B!d1. 1866. 
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the East are liable, we know that the material clause not only exists 
in the body of the sufferer, but also in the wool by which he is 
infected. Cholera we beliero to have a similar material and tangible 
cause, but no one as yet has been able to seize upon it. It has been 
sought for both diligently and skilfully, but it has hitherto eluded 
investigation. It will therefore be convenient to speak of it as the 
unknown entity x. 

In the search after the x of cholera which now occupies so many 
minds, the method which the pathologist ought to follow—^the only 
one he can follow with reasonable prospect of success—is that of 
proceeding step by step from the known to the unknown. Coi^ecture 
must lead the way to discovery, but those conjectures only are 
likely to be productive which are founded on the comparison of 
unknown with known relations. 

The fact which we have to explain is that cholera has spread from 
India all over the world, and is always spreading somewhere. The 
knowledge wc have to guide us in seeking for an explanation is that 
id other spreading diseases the spread consists in the conveyance of 
a something tangible from the infected person or thing to a healthy 
person at a greater or less distance; and the legitimate guiding 
conjecture is, that whatever may be known as to the nature of the 
conveyable something in the cases in which it can be investigated, is 
likely also to be true in those cases in which, as in cholera, it is for 
the present beyond our reach. 

In the current language of pathology, the conveyable something by 
which infectious diseases are propagated is called coatagiumj a word 
which may be conveniently used, provided that it is not allowed to 
carry any suggestion'that the disease to which it is «applied spreads 
by personal cpntact or intercourse. Like other scientific terms, its 
use is to serve as a label for certain knowledge. Under the heading 
contagium, the pathologist says (1) that all contagia consist of 
organized (not merely organic) matter; (2) that this matter must, in 
order to be disseminated, be in a state of fine division (particulate); 
(3) that the particles of which it consists are liying; (4) that they 
derive their life (not as having been themselves bits of the living 
substance of the diseased man or animal, but) from parents like 
themselves. With reference to all of these propositions, excepting 
the last, there is agreement of opinion. It is now eighteen years 
since it was proved by the investigations of Chauveau that all the 
best known contagia (which are liquids of the character of vaccine 
lymph) owe their activity to the minute, almost ultra-microscopical, 
particles which fioat in them; and no one doubts that these particles 
are organized, and that their power of producing disease depends on 
their orgwization. Further, we know, with reference to one or two 
diseases—namely, woolsorters’ disease, or splenic fever, tuberculosis, 
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leprosy, and one form, of septicaemia, that the particles in question 
are not only organized, but themselves organisms— ie., living indi¬ 
viduals deriving their life from parents like themselves. But irom 
the moment that the pathologist begins to infer that because in these 
particular instances, which can be experimentally investigated, 
infection occurs by organisms, it must be so in the cas^, for 
example, of cholera, of which the behaviour is very different indeed 
from that of any of the infectious diseases above enumerated, he 
leaves certainty behind him and passes into the region of more or 
less probable conjecture. With reference to the special question 
.which now interests us, he has to compare the mode of operation by 
which cholera spreads with the modes of operation of those diseases 
which are propagated by self-multiplying coutagia—first, with a view 
to the estimation of the antecedent probability that they are 
essentially identical; and secondly, to the testing of the estimate 
arrived at by such experimental investigations as circumstances 
place within his reach. 

The antecedent probabilities may be stated as follows :—If the 
reader will approach the subject with a mind freed for the moment 
from metaphysical considerations, he will see that the spread of 
cholera over the world must be due either to the dispersion of infected 
persons, or of things with which such persons have been in contact, 
or to the dissemination through the air of what may be called 
“ cholera-dust.” The question whether there is such a thing as 
cholera-dust rests on the teaching of experience as to whether cholera 
can or cannot jump from one place to another at a distance without 
the aid of personal intercourse. If this does occur it can only be 
by dust—i.e., minute particles of infective material suspended in the 
air. If it is not so, it remains to be determined whether such events 
as the Conveyance of cholera from Ceylon to Mauritius in 18J9, from 
Astrachau up the Volga in 1830, from Hamburg to Sunderland in 
1831^ frora Dublin to Montreal in 1832, and from Havre to Halifax in 
1849, in all of which immigration from infected places of m^n with 
their belongings led to the appearance of cholera where it was before 
unknown, should be attributed exclusively to the introduction into 
these places of persons actually suffering from cholera, or to the cir¬ 
cumstance that these persons, whether themselves infected or not, 
brought with them an infected environment. Experience all over 
the world is in favour of the latter alternative, for on the one hand 
it teaches that cholera is not ** catching,'* so that attending on the sick 
is in itself unattended with any risk; and, pn the other hand, that 
cholera has such a power of haunting localities, that a house, street, 
tovhi, or district where cholera prevails to-day becomes thereby more 
liable to a second visitation next year than it would otherwise be. Now 
the only way in which such a fact as this can be explained is by sup- 
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posing that the material cause of phol^a is capable of eaifltjjQg,ia 
human belongings for a length of tln^ independently of the,hnmAn 
body from >rhich it sprang. But in additiou .it suggests something «8 
.to the nature of that cause. That the contagium of cholera is capablOj 
after many months of quiescence, of recovering its activity vhepevier 
the conditions of that activity come into existence^ is a fact whiph^ 
while it is otherwise unintelligible^ is very easily cxplain'ed ou the 
supposition that the contagium itself is endowed with life;.for it is 
characteristic of living things that they have the power of sleeping 
and waking—of hibernating, and reviving under the influence of 
summer warmth. Tu addition to this, we are led in the same direc¬ 
tion by the consideration, which applies to cholera in common with 
all other spreading diseases, that whatever the m may be, it certainly 
possesses another essential property of organisms—namely, that it is 
capable of self-multiplication; for however iuconsiderable may be 
the weight of material which is wanted for the infection of a single 
individual, it is clear that when cholera invades a country for the 
flrst time, the increase of that material, in the body of the first case, 
then in the bodies of the thousands subsequently affected, must be 
enormous. 

The conjecture therefore that cholera, like other epidemic diseases-, 
owes its power of spreading to a* living and, self-multiplying organ¬ 
ism is so well founded that wc arc justified in taking it as a starting- 
point from which we may at once proceed to inquire—first, where this 
shlf-multiplication takes place; and secondly, how it is brought about. 
The first question, I think, I can best answer by stating to you the 
view on the subject which has received the most gefieral acceptance. 

In splenic fever, as we have seen, there is no doubt whatever that 
the disease of which the human being or the animal aflected with it 
dies, proceeds pari passu with the development of the disease-pro^ 
ducing organism ^; for in the hours, be they few or many, which 
intervene between the sowing of the seed in the body a living 
animal and the maturation of the harvest—that is, between inotjlila- 
tion and death—the whole of the living body of the affected animal 
becomes so thoroughly infested that in many instances no fragment 
of tissue, no single drop of circulating blood, can he found which 
does not contain thousands and tens of thousands of the character¬ 
istic rods (or bacilli), each of which individually is capable of com¬ 
municating the disease if sown into the body of a healthy an;maL 
So also in another well-investigated instance, that of relapsing,fever, 
we have evidence that the multiplication of sa takes place in the cir¬ 
culation, and that the presence there of the characteristic spirilla is 
so associated with the appearance of the fever itself, that the one never 
manifests itself without the other haviug preceded it. 

But as regards cholera, nothing of the kind can be observed. As 
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yet no one has been able to find tbe organism, either in the blood 
or in any living tissue^ notwithstanding that the research has been 
conduct^ with every possible care. Nor has it been found either 
that the bodies of persons affected with cholera, or that any part of 
them, possessed the power of infecting other healthy persons. Con¬ 
sequently the opinion first arrived at and formulated by Professor 
Pettenko/er has come to be very generally adopted—that in cholera 
the multiplication of ^ takes place, not in the tissues of the sick 
person, but in his environment. Let us examine a little more closely 
what this means. 

Under the term environment is included everything which is in 
relation with the external surface of the body, including the air we 
breathe and tbe water and other material which we use as food. 
And inasmuch as no multiplication can take place otherwise than in 
a suitable soil consisting of organic matter, and no-such soil exists in 
the air, we may limit the possible seats of multiplication to the 
moist organic substances of various kinds which exist at or near the 
surface of the earth. Putting this into plainer language, it means 
that when the cholera a? invades a previously uninfected locality in 
which it is about to become epidemic, the first thing it docs is ifot to 
find a home for itself (as the w of smallpox, of cattle-plague, or of 
splenic fever would do) in the body of some healthy person, but to 
sow itself in whatever material at or near the surface is fit for its 
reception and vegetatioiu 

Now, in our study of the laws of diffusion of cholera we have seen 
that, although cholera may be repeatedly introduced by personal 
intercourse into an uninfected locality without result, it finally, after 
a shorter or longer latency, bears fruit; and this we explain on the 
hypothesis that, of the two conditions which are essential to the 
frucAfication of the germ—namely, the presence of the organism 
itself, and the presence of a soil suitable for its growth, the latter is 
of jj^ore importance than the former; that, in short, the reason why 
a given town or country remains exempt from cholera—is not that the 
seed of infection fails to reach it, but that those local coiiditions 
which are necessary for its vegetation are wanting. If we call the 
environment then the cause of cholera is not d?+y, but xy, so that 
whatever value we assign to x, the product disappears as,y vanishes.* 
If the cholera organism multiplies in the soil, not in the indivi¬ 
dual, it must, in order to exercise its disease-producing function, 
attack the human body by one of two channels, either by air or foci4; 
it must be tidren in either by breathing or swallowing, for the skhi 
has so little power of absorption that it need not be considered. It 
seems to he extremely probable that in either case x enters the 

* la designatiDg the seed, germ, coatagium, or materiet mwrhi of ohdera x, and 
the soil or environment y, 1 follow Professor v. Fettenkofer. ^ 
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organism hy the same portal—namely^ By the process of intestinal 
absorption; that is, by the same channel which the nntritioiia part 
of our food is assimilated—i.c.^ that even if it were introduced by the 
breathy it would still act by localizing itself in the alimentary canal. 
Consequently, if we want to engage in the search for it, there are 
two places where we should expect and seek to find it—nanqely, first, 
in the soil; and secondly, in the intestine of infected persons. Hitherto 
attention has been exclusively given to the investigation of the ab¬ 
sorbing apparatus of the alimentary canal as the spot in which ^ 
would be likely to be caught as it were flagrante delicto. 

In illustration of this, let me now refer to the efforts which have 
been made at various periods to carry out this inquiry. Without 
going back to the attempts made by Hr. Snow iu the epidemic of 
1854, 1 will content myself with a rapid survey of what has been 
'done in more recent times, premising that there is no necessary 
connection between the notion which 1 am now advocating—namely, 
that the cholera x resides iu the soil, and produces cholera by finding 
its way into the intestine, and the belief that the intestinal contents of 
persons suffering from cholera are directly pernicious and infecting., 
In* 1870 a morphologist of great distinction (Professor Hallier) 
published a remarkable series of observations, in which he endea¬ 
voured to show, on purely morphological grounds, that the birth¬ 
place (or rather the nursery) of cholera is the rice-plant—that a 
parasite which grows on this plant, so essential to the populations of 
the endemic area of Bengal, becomes in the course of successive 
transformations the cholera fungus; that this fungus throws off 
spores which are the immediate producers of cholera ; and that by 
means of the endurance and extreme levity of the#e spores, they 
serve as agents by which cholera is spread all over by the wind ^^d 
80 on. Of Hallier it is sufficient to say that, however distinguislm he 
might be as a botanist, he was a bad pathologist, and that his method 
was fundamentally wrong, inasmuch as he proceeded throughout,, on 
the assumption that the morphological characters of an organism 
supposed to be infective may be taken as evidence of its infective 
nature; whereas pathology admits nothing to be a contagium unless 
it can be observed in action as such. For one thing, at all events, 
we may be grateful to the Jena botanist. It was for the purpose of 
if^vestigating his theory that those indefatigable cholera workers, Hrs. 
Lewis and jCunningham, were sent to India, where, although they spent 
more time and labour in correcting Hallier's mistakes than it took 
Hallier himself to fall into them, they were thereby afforded opportunity 
of acquiring information of the highest practical and scientific value. 
It wo^dtake too long to refer to other efforts in the same direction, 
but it may be readily understood that the question of the material 
cause of cholera was too important to be neglected, and that as soon 
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as cholera seemed once more to threaten Europe it again urgently 
claimed the attention of scientific pathologists. Accordingly^ in 
1883, Dr. Koch, who is the author of two of the.greatest discoveries 
of modern times in relation to spreading diseases, was deputed by 
the German Imperial Government to proceed to Egypt, and then to 
India, to investigate cholera. 

Stated in few words, the results' of Dr. Koch*8 inquiries were— 
(1) That the x in cholera has the form of a curved rod, which 
Dr. Koch likens to a comma (as written not as printed); and (2) * 
That the disease (cholera) is caused by the presence, growth, and multi¬ 
plication of this organism in the apparatus for absorption contained 
in the lower part of the small intestine, and by the consequent 
formation there of an animal poison which produces the collapse and 
the other fatal effects of cholera. 

Those statements, as soon as they became publicly known, assumed 
a very great importance, because they appeared to afford support to 
a doctrine with which they have no necessary connection—namely, 
that of the communicability of cholera by direct personal intercourae 
with the sick. The mere fact of the existence of countless myriads 
of organisms of a particular form in the intestinal liquid, although 
very'interesting in itself, affords no evidence that they are the 
culprits, unless two other thidgs can be proved respecting them— 
namely, that they possess tlic power of producing cholera wherever 
they exist, and that they are capable of maintaining their life, not 
merely within the intestine, but also in the soil; for, as we have 
seen, the evidence that the material cause of cholera is capable of 
existing outside of the body and of spreading over the world inde¬ 
pendently of tljB presence of persons affected with the disease, is so 
conclusive, that no explanatlbn of cholera can be accepted which 
doe^ot take this into account. 

Now in India the question of the prevention of cholera is a very 
practical ^ne. Here, cholera is chiefly, a question of preserving life; 
in India it is one of commerce, and consequently of national 
prosperity. If it were believed in India that the cholera pJtient is 
himself a source of infection, that each individual comma is a source 
of danger, India would he compelled to adopt prophylactics of the 
same kind as those which were adopted last year by the ignorant 
and short-sighted administrators of Italy and France. And it was, 

1 believe, on this ground judged necessary by Her Majesty^s Indian 
Government to send out a special Commission for the purpose oC 
reporting generally on the practical bearing of the German investiga¬ 
tions. The Commission was under the general guidance of Dr. Elein,* 

* / 

* Commusion counted of Dr. Klein, F.K.S., and Dr. Henea^ Gibbes. The 
Report has only been published, but tho scientific results of ue ioqiiiiy wore 
communicated by Dr. Klein to the Koyal Society in February last. ' 
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who was selected on the recommendation of the highest scientific 
auth(»itf' in this country) aa being the penon who in England, 
by his previous researches, had shown himself facile princepa in 
inquiries of this nature. The finding of the Commission was; that 
although Dr. Koch was perfectly accurate in his statement of fact, he 
had gone too far in inference. In other words, that although the 
so-called cholera bacillus swarms in the intestine of evei^ person 
affected with cholera, it does not there play the part which is 
attributed to it. 

1 shall, 1 think, most usefully conclude this paper by stating as 
clearly as I can in what way the knowledge and experience already 
obtained as regards the cause of the spread of cholera by the two 
methods of inquiry which arc available for the purpose (and which 
for the moment 1 will call the epidemiological and the bacteriological) 
may be brought to bear on practical questions. And here 1 will ask 
the reader to note once more amid the apparent differences of opinion 
which exist at the present moment, as regards some questions which 
hare lately come prominently to the front, between persons whose 
competency cannot be denied; that such persons are nevertheless 
in agreement, not only with respect to the sources of danger and the 
means of guarding against tlicm, but also as to the most fnndadfbntal 
theoretical questions. Thus, for example, while we hesitate to admit 
that the particular organisms which Dr. Koch has so carefully inves¬ 
tigated have anything to do with the causation of cholera, the conclu¬ 
sions arrived at nearly twenty years ago by the two leading authorities 
of that time^Simon in England and Pettenkofer in Germany 
<—that cholera depends on an organism, and that its spread cannot 
be accounted for in any other way, are as certainly time now as they 
were then. But this certainty arises not from any direct evidence 
which has up to this time been offered with reference to a partiShlar 
bacillus, but from the various facts which go to show that in places 
infected or haunted by cholera something else exists besides the 
infected persons. So that if we could imagine all the infected 
persons in such a locality to be removed by some act of absolute 
power, such an act would not stop the progress of the epidemic, for 
cholera would still be there. 

Of the two methods of inquiry above referred to, the bacterio¬ 
logical applies to the nature of the contagium itself, and the 
epidemiological to the nature of the environing conditions which 
favour its development. Hitherto the investigation of the latter has 
been by far the most successful. But it would be a great mistake 
to allow the apparent failure of such researches as those of Dr. Koch 
in Egypt and in India to discourage the efforts which are now being 
made everywhere by earnest and devoted workers to accomplish 
what has baffled so able an investigator. Whenever the discovery is 
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madcj it will not only serve as a key to the understanding of 
cholera as a disease, and thereby tend to render its treatment a little 
less hopeless than it is at present, but it will serve as the necessary 
completion of the knowledge we have gained from the combined 
experience of the medical profession in India, in Europe, and in 
America, with reference to the behaviour of cholera as an epidemic 
disease. *To make this clear, all that is necessary is to summarize 
statements which have been already placed before the reader in the 
course of this article. What we have learned is that the liability of 
a locality to cholera depends, first, on the physical characters of the 
soil; and secondly, on certain changes which it undergoes in the 
course of the seasons. The peculiarity of the soil which favours 
cholera is unquestionably want of natural or artificial drainage, com¬ 
bined with the presence in the liquid with which it is soaked of such 
organized material, derived from the tissues of plants or animals, as 
render it a fit soil for the development and vegetation of microphytes. 
The seasonal change which favours cholera is that which expresses 
itself in the drying of such a soil under the infiuence of summer 
temperature. In Europe this takes place in July, August, and 
September, in which last month, as the following tabic * strikingly 
showii cholera attains its maximum of destructiveness:— 


Month . . . 

April. 

May. 

Juno. 

•July. 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Mortality . . 

112 

44t> 


8,480 

.33,040 

56,561 


Mouth . . . 

Oct, j 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

’ March. 

Mortality . . 

35,271 j 

17,630 

7,254 

2,317 

842 

2U 


But be it ever remembered that these two liabilities of time and 
place do not explain everything. No combination of soil and season, 
however favourable, >vill produce a harvest unless the seed has been 
sown. It holds as true now as it ever did, that if we possessed 
the requisite knowledge, the disease could always be traced back in 
lineal descent to its origin in some poor Hindoo on the baiiis of the 
Ganges, as certainly as the pedigree of a horse or dog can be fol¬ 
lowed to his remote ancestors.^^ 

Notwithstanding the overwhelming evidence which now exists in 
proof of the harmlessness of the so-called " rice-water evacuations,” 
it is not the less certain that the mechanism hy which the infection 
of the soil takes place (i.e., by which the disease from being epidemic 
becomes epichthonic) is its contamination by the discharges of sick 
persons. For there is no other possible way by which the soil can 
acquire the morbific property which facts compel us to attribute to 

* The numben exprese the mortality from cholera in Froaua during the thirteen 
yean, 1848-1960. 
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it. Similarly, it may be regarded as absolutely certain that the in¬ 
fluence of the soil on those vho are infected by it is dne to the 
penetration into their bodies of infective material, either by respira¬ 
tion or swallowing; that, in the absence of proof of " oholera-dnst/' 
it is a matter of urgent necessity to Avoid the use of water which 
contains such material as &om its chemical nature may be reason¬ 
ably considered capable of harbouring infective microphytes. 

In this country and in our ludian possessions experience has led 
us to do the very things which science, were her opinion asked, 
would approve as of primary importance. In Calcutta, the 
measures of sanitary improvements, particularly drainage works, 
which have becu carried out under tbe highly efficient sanitary 
administration there, have during the last dozen years led to a 
diminution of the cholera mortality to something like a third 
of its previous average, and similar good results have been obtained 
elsewhere in India, in so far as it has yet been possible to bring 
about tbe necessary reforms. In London we have been lavish 
in our underground expenditure. Our water supply is good and 
abundant, and our subsoil is ‘dry, so that dwellers in tbe west and 
north need not feel much apprehension even though cholera were 
again to flx itself in the east. But we may, I think, venttire to 
anticipate that this year, at least, we shall not be tried. Cholera, bad 
it intended to attack us this season, would already baye been on the 
march. The eastern provinces of Spain are suffering severely, and. 

• it can scarcely be hoped that other parts of the Mediterranean will 
remain exempt ; but Central Europe is free. Hitherto cholera has 
come to us from Holland or Germany, not from Southern Europe, so- 
that until the Rhine, the Elbe, the Oder, or the Vistula are threat¬ 
ened we need be in no immediate apprehension as to tbe Thames or 
the Mersey. But in venturing on this favourable forecast, I would 
beg the reader to understand that I speak with no authority, and 
recognize his competence to judge as well as I can of. its value. 
Neither science nor experience affords a key to the reasons why 
cholera now follows one course, now another, in its wanderings over 
the World. 


J. Burdon Sandbbson. 
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*'The common arirunent, that there will not ho enoii({h 
gold to carry on tho (rudo of the world with, does 
n(>t Rlond a moment's csaminutionJ ktov8. 


T he progressive fall in prices, and the alarm connected with the 
declining yield of the gold-fields of the world, constitute a 
matter of primary importance to a commercial nation like ours. I 
purpose, with the utmost brevity, to examine the question under 
four heads :—I. The rise and fall of prices since 1850. II. The 
relation between gold supply and prices. III. The causes that operate 
on price levels. IV. The prospects of prices in tlic future. 

1. The Rise and Kali, in Piuces. 

« 

In the Appendix to this paper the reader will find a table of 
prices in Great Britain for twenty principal articles of commerce in 
the last 103 years, from which anybody can construct the usual 
index numbers, when the result will be found as follows:— 

Table A. 


Years. 

Index Nos. 

Years. 

Ind k Nos. 

1782-90 

2,000 

1841-50 

1,914. 

1791-1800 ... 

2,572 

1851-00 

... ^2,035 

1801-10 

3,204 1 

1861-70 

2,190 

1813-20 

3,187 i 

1871-80 

2,092 

1821-30 

2,171 

1881-S3 

... > 1,870 

1831-40 

2,114 ; 

1884 

1,797 


There was a steady rise from 1790 till 1810, folfowcd by a rapid 
fall after 1820, and a gradual decline between 1830 and 1850; then 
came another period of rise, and now we have a fall to a lower level 
than experienced since 1782. 

The rise which began at the outbreak of the Crimean TVar 
culminated in 18C4, since which date there has been an almost 
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uninterrupted decline. If any person Trill take the troublej as I have 

done, to compute whait the gross import and export trade of Great 

Britain would have been in each year since 1854, at the scale of 

prices for the decade 1841-50, and compare the pame with the actual 

amount as given in the Board of Trade returns, he will find as 
follows 

f 

Table B. 


Trade iu millions £. Ratio. 


Year. 

According to 

Board of 

Scale of 


Board of 


1841-50 scale. 

Irade Returns. 

1841-60. 


Trade Returns. 

1851 

2-12 

249 

100 

• 4 • 

103 

1855 

231 

240 



304 

185fJ 

274 

289 

/ ' 

• •• 

105 

1857 

270 

310 

J, 

• » • 

111 

1858 

275 

282 

1, 

« • • 

103 

1859 

296 

309 


4 4 4 

104 

1800 

323 

347 


• ■ 1 

108 

3861 

319 

342 


4 4 4 

107 . 

1802 

307 

350 


• * » 

114 

1-803 

298 

396 

)> 

e • a 

133 

3864 

287 

43S 



152 

1865 

... *318 

437 


« • * 

138 

1800 

348 

48t 


t 4 4 

139 

1867 


456 


4 » 4 

126 

1868 

392 

475 


• • 4 

121 

1869 

403 

485 


s • ■ 

120 

1870 

m 

503 


« 4 • 

no. 

1871 

505 

554 

»» 

4 • • 

110 

3872 

... 528 

613 

If 

• •• 

116 

3873 

516 

626 

if 

• to 

121 

1871 

529 

630 


« • • 

115 

1875 

548 

508 

»» • 

• • a 

109 

1876 

567 

576 

)) 

• « 1 

102 ■ 

1877 

578 

593 

)) 

• • 4 

103 

1878 

582 

562 

)> 

• • • 

96 

1879 

602 

555 

}f 

4 4 « 

92 

1880 

662 

634 . ... 

ft 

4 4 4 

. 95 

1881 

670 

631 

t) 

• • • 

94 

1882 

695 

655 

ft 


94 

1883 

731 

667 

V 

» 

•« a 

92 

1884 

718 

623 

» 

a « • 

87 


It appears that the maximum rise (52 per cent, over the level of 
1841-50) .was near the close of the American war, and we have, 
moreover, evidence that prices in the United States (measured in 
gold) rose much higher than in Great Britain. The prices of 
eighteen principal articles in that country (“ Dictionary of Statistics," 
p. 375), enable us to fix the index numbers, and to compare the 
price levels with those of England. 
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Years. 

1841-50 

1851-60 

1861-70 

1871-80 


Table C. 


United States. 
Index Kos. 

1,800 

2,251 

2,802 

2,395 


Price Level. 


United States. Great Britain 
100 ... 100 

125 ... IOC 

155 ... 114 

133 ... 109 


The fall in prices, therefore, during the last decade has been much 
less in England than in the United States, and when people talk 
of uniform depression of prices all over the world, they use an 
incorrect mode of expression, for the industries of all countries are 
not affected alike. In Canada, for instance, the price level has 
actually risen, the fluctuations since 1851 having been as follows ;— 


1854-59 ... 100 

1800-70 ... 112 


1871-80 ... 121 

1881-83 ... 122 


Taking the world, however, on the whole, wc find that prices rose 
in 18C1-65 to a level 30 per cent, over that of 1811-50, and that the 
last twenty years have seen a steady decline. 


11. The Relation between Cold Supply and Piiicbs. 

This is such a self-evident fact, according to many persons of 
" light and leading,'* that it needs no demonstration; and yet it is 
a delpsion. Some thirty years ago, Michel Chevalier startled man¬ 
kind by asserting that the influx of gold from Australia and Cali¬ 
fornia was going to plunge Europe in ruin and confusion, a prediction 
which proved wholly ungrounded; but he had certainly more show 
of reason on his side than the people who are now clamouring about 
a gold famine, fbc stock of gold in the world (coined and uncoined) 
in 1850 was of an estimated value between (520 millions and 
650 millions sterling; the production in the following ten years was 
281 millions, an increase of il> per cent.; and in the next decade, 
264 millions, bringing up the stock to nearly 1,200 millions, or doulJle 
what we had in 1850. If Chevalier's apprehensions had beei well- 
founded, the prices of all commodities would have doubled; but we 
find that the level of prices began to fall steadily from 1864, when 
the mines were most productive. The following table shows the posi¬ 
tion of prices in Great Britain side by side with the stock of gold in 
the world. 


Year. 

Stock of Gold. 


Price Level in 

Millions £. 

Ratio. 

Great Britain. 

1850 

630 

100 

100 

1800 

911 

144 

108 

1870 

1,175 

187 

110 

1880 

1,429 

227 

95 

• 1884 

1,504 

239 

... 87 
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Thus the world has two and a half times the stock of gold that it 
had in 1850, and prices are 13 per cent, lower. It is almost a won¬ 
der that nobody has yet started a theory that the multiplication of 
gold causes prices to fall. 

Ncwm'arch very properly ridiculed all theories connecting prices 
with gold supply. In his inaugural address to the Statistical Society, 
in November, 1869, he said, ** In the early years of the gold dis¬ 
coveries, I arrived at an opinion, then considered heretical—namely, 
that the effect of the discoveries would not be to augment general 
prices, and this is now recognized as an orthodox conclusion.^^ 

About the same lime, Professor Jevons, alluding to the Chevalier 
theory, said, “ Those who predicted a revolution in monetary affairs, 
from the great flood of gold since the new discoveries, have been 
thoroughly disappointed.” 

But long before the time of Newmarch, several other profound 
thinkers had discovered the fact that there is practically no connec¬ 
tion or relation between gold supply and prices.* In the eighteenth 
century, Adam Smith wrote, The continued influx from the Ameri¬ 
can mines in the sixteenth century was quite inadequate to produce 
any progressive effects upon the general price of commodities in 
Europe.” 

In 1826, Professor Nassau Senior wrote, " It is a lamentable sign 
of ignorance that the full in prices is supposed to be connected with 
metallic currency.” 

In 1830, McCulloch wrote, ‘'It has been customary to ascribe 
the fall in jniccs since 1815 to the diminished supply of bullion from 
the mines, but I doubt if this circumstance has had any influence in 
that way.” • 

Tooke, in his evidence before the House of Commons, said, The 
quantity of precious metals may remain constant, and the trade in a 
country be doubled, but the prices of commodities will not vary in 
the least degree.” Again, in his “ History of Prices,” he says, It 
is a fallacy to suppose that the range of prices depends on the quan¬ 
tity of money. The stock of gold coin in tbp world in 1856 was 
one-third more than in 1818, but the range of general prices was 
not materially influcnccd.^^ 

* If gold supply had anythitig to do with prices, wo should expect to see greater 
unifonmty in the variation of tlic latter. For example, in 1884 the world had tix 
times as much f/oUl mucj/ as 100 years ago, and the total stock of gold was just three 
times what it was in 1790 ; but if we compare prices in Great Britain, we find the 
most extreme diversity, viz.:— 


Beef . 

1782.90. 

. 100 ... 

1881. 

‘273 

Iron. 

1782-00. 

. 100 ... 

1881 

55 

Tallow, . . 

1782-90. 

100 . 

1884. 

95 

Butter 

. 100 ... 

196 

Lead 

. 100 ... 

58 

Tea .... 

100 .. 

22 

Coal . 

. 100 ... 

64 

oa . 

. 100 ... 

102 

Timber . . 

100 .. 

109 

Coffee 

. .100 ... 

80 

Rice 

. 100 ... 

42 

Tobacco . . 

100 .. 

lU 

Copper 

. 100 ... 

82 

Spirits 

. 100 ... 

145 

Wheat. . . 

100 .. 

67 

Cotton 

. 100 ... 

35 

Silk. 

. 100 ... 

84 

Wool . . . 

100 .. 

30 

Flax . 

. 100 ... 

03 

Sugar 

. JOO ... 

51 

Gen. aver. 

100 .. 

90 
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We must, however, be prepared to hear that the alarmists of the 
present day reject all the foregoing authorities as out of date. They 
will tell us that the conditions are changed, the world is marching 
on much faster than before, and that unless the gold mines continue to 
produce 20 millions sterling per annum we shall be in danger of 
bi-metallism or something worse. I fear that the language of 
Messrs. Ooschen and Giffen may lead inexperienced people to infer 
two fallacies—first, that the coinage of the world depends upon the 
product of the gold-fields; secondly, that the actual reserve of un¬ 
coined gold is comparatively small. Happily we have conclusive 
evidence that the mints of the world draw less than 50 per cent, of 
their supply from the gold-mines, and that the existing amount of 
gold coin is less than half the actual stock of gold in use. 

Between 1795 and 1879 the Latin Union coined gold to the value 
of 849 millions sterling, and in the latter year the. amount of that 
coinage existing was only 193 millions—that is, the money had been 
coined twice over in 84 years. Between 1850 and 1880 the world 
coined 1,022 millions sterling of gold, yet the stock of gold coin in 
the latter year exceeded that of 1850 by only 490 millions: the money 
had been twice minted in 30 years. During that interval the aver¬ 
age coinage of the world had been 34 millions per annum, of which 
18 millions consisted of old coin, and the remaining IG millions 
were made up partly from the mines, partly from old candlesticks, 
sntiff-boxes, &c., of the last generation. Now the annual coinage 
from 1870 to 1884 averaged 14 millions sterling, of which we 
must infer that onc-half came from old coins, so that the utmost 
drain bn the mines for this purpose could not have exceeded 
7 millions, or little more than one-third of their yield. Even 
adopting the lowest figures, the mines at present yield 17 millions 
per annum. 

The total product of the mines since 1850 has been as follows :— 


• 

1850-60. 

1861-70. 

1871-80. 

1881-84. 
MillioDS £. 


Millions .1*. 

Millions £. 

Millions £. 

United States . . . 

102 

98 

70 

... .'i 24 

Australia . . . 

104 

82 

72 

20 

Kussia. 

38 

40 

48 

22 

Spanisli America, &c .. 

38 

44 

50 

10 


282 

2G4 

240 

76 


The increase of gold coinage from 1850 till December, 1884, was 
531 millions sterling, or 61 per cent, of the above yield, leaving a 
balance of more than 300 millions, which *may sooner or later be 
used for coiu. 

So far from the reserve of uncoined gold diminishing, it is 
increasing faster than population, which ought to be sufficient proof 
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of the abtnrdify of hn " impendifig gcdd. famine.”*^ The foUoving 
table shows the quantities coined and nnooined at varioua dftes 
since 1830 


Tadlk D. 

Millions £ sterling. 


xear. 

Gold Stock. 

Coin. 

Uncoined Reserve. 

1830 

540 

14C 

394 . 

1840 

570 


... , 414 . 

1850 

630 

205 

425 

1860 

911 

433 

478 

1870 

1,175 

575 

600 

1885 

1,504 

736 

7G8 


The uncoined reserve has nearly doubled since 1850-r-that is, it 
has increased more than twice as fast as the aggregate population of 
Europe, the United States, and the British Colonies. 

It will be said that I have not made allowances for consump¬ 
tion,^' a term so much abused that some people speak of gold as if it 
were graio or tobacco,, to be eaten or destroyed. The annual lops 
of gold, by attrition, shipwreck, fires, &c., is very small, not quite 
two tons, or ,^280,000. According to Jevoiis, gold coin loses 
.2 per cent, in 100 years—that is, t:i47,000 per annum on the actual 
amount, 730 millions. The loss by shipwreck cannot possibly be 
higher than one-sixth of the ratio of loss in sea-borne merchandise— 
say, .^2 for every ,£1,000 shipped; and as the quantity of sea-borne 
gold in 1871-80 averaged .£50,4-(X),000 per annum, the loss by 
shipwreck would be £ipi,000. If we allow €32,0(X) for loss by 
fires, we make up a total wear.and-tcar of ■£280,000, or two tons, 
the existing stock being a trifle under 11,000 tons. 

McCulloch used to reckon for jewellers, loss, wear-and-tear, &c.,i 
about i per cent., which would he nearly 4 millions sterling a year 
of our present stock. The consumption " by jewellers is probably, 
even more now; but this nowise affects the question of a possible 
gold famine, since tlic jewellers’ consumption goes to swell the 
uncoined reserve. It would appear that 80 years ago the uncoined 
reserve was better understood than to-day, for I find in the Edinburgh 
Review of 1803 the following passage:—The precious metals have 
a two-fold use, for manufactures and coin. If there is a deficiency 
of coin, the plate will be melted and coined. If there is a super¬ 
abundance of coin it will be melted and manufactured.” 

Indeed, at present the world seems to have more gold money Ihan 

» TrofesBor Bonamy Price thinks a gold famine possible, becauae *’ tbe yield of the 
mines most depend on the cost of ^iroduction.” Bnt io the United States tne principal 
economists agree that "every dollar of the precious metals extracted from the eaiih has 
cost $1 20 cents.” And in Australia the average yield is only 21 oz gold (say £80) per 
miner yearly, which is hardly equal to the cost of food and wages of any ordinary 
shepherd. The pursuit of gold-mining being in a manner a lottery, may he carried on 
for centuries at a loss—that is, one man getting a good return and three others not 
earning more than the cost of food. 
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it knows what to do with. In the Daily Nem of June 17 of the 
ciUrent year the following statement occurs;—“ It is remarkable 
that excessive stores of gold are lying in the reserve banks of the 
Continent and America as well as here. Nowhere does there appear 
to be a currency demand for gold. Again and again we are told 
that the low prices in wholesale markets are due to scarcity in the 
world^s supply of gold. Where is the scarcity ? ” 

If the same amount of commerce required always the same amount 
of gold^ Mr. Goschen^s fears might be reab for he reminds us of the 
enormous increase of trade in recent years. Let us compare the in¬ 
crease of the world^s commerce since 1864 with that of cheques. 

Ill millioDS 

1864. 1884. Increase. 

Sea-borne merchandise, monthly . . 61 ... 115 ... 54 

Cheques in London and New York . 628 ... 1,270 ... 642 

Trade has risen 54 millions monthly, cheques 642 millions, or 
twelve times as much as trade. Perhaps it will be said we use 
credit to a dangerous degree; but I confess I prefer the English 
system to that of Spain and Portugal. The cheque-system Is to 
commerce what steam-power is to machinery, and almost in the 
same degree supersedes coin that railways have superseded mail- 
coaches. 

The world could do with little more than half the present stock 
of gold coin if all countries made sterling go as far as we do in 
England. The following tabic shows the principal commercial 
countries, and how much gold coin they have in use compared with 
the volume of their trade. 

Millionfl ■£. 


Great Britain . . 

Comtnorco. 

700 

Gold Coin. 

124 

Coin Ratio. 
18 per cent. 

France .... 

. 360 

197 

55 „ 

Germany . . . 

350 •... 

75 

21 „ 

Italy. 

, 102 

30 

30 „ 

Spain and Portugal 

. 55 

38 

70 „ , 

42 

United States . . 

, 310 

130 


1,877 

594 

31 „ 


As soon as the banking system is better developed, other countries 
will be able to do their trade with 20 per cent, of gold, which will 
release much of the coin at present carried about by the peasantry 
in Spain and elsewhere. 

Notwithstanding the great increase of trade since 1860 we find 
the annual average of sea-borne gold is diminishing; it was 51} 
millions in ten years, ending 1870, and less than 50^ millions in the 
decade ending 1880. In the first decade it averaged 6 per cent., in 
the second only 4 per cent., of the value of sea-borne merchandise. 
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In the face of all these fiusts (and of an uncoined reserve of 
768 millions) ve may assure nervous persons that there is no danger 
of a gold famine^ and that there is no more connection between gold 
supply and prices than there was when Adam Smith, Nassau Senior^ 
McCulloch, Tooke, and Newmarch, lived and enjoyed well-deserved 
esteem. But it is to be regretted that men of such eminent talents 
as Messrs. Goschen and Giffeu should condescend to pick up Michel 

Chevalier's exploded theory. ; 

■ 

III. The Causes that Operate on Prices. 

Nothing is more fully confirmed by experience than Tooke’s 
remark, that " war has a tendency to raise prices by obstructing or 
diminishing the supply of commodities.” We see, for example, that 
during the war against Buonaparte in 1801-10, the level of prices 
(Table A) in Great Britaiu was 03 percent, higher than in 1783—90, 
and that the decade after that of Waterloo was marked by a fall Qf 
33 per cent. During the peace which ensued for 10 years there was 
a steady decline until the Crimean War, which was attended by a 
rise; but the greatest shock which the commercial world received in 
recent times was caused by the American War, the price level for the 
years 1863-00 being 137 (Tablc'^B), that is, 37 per cent, over that of 
1841-60, Since then (excepting the two years immediately follow¬ 
ing the Franco-German AVar) there has been a steady decline. 

Peace, as a natural consequence, brings a fall of prices, for, as 
Newmarch says, “ AVhatever causes augment the real wealth and 
resources of the world, serve not only to stimulate trade, but also to 
keep down prices. The object of all scientific methods applied to 
commerce and the arts is cheapness, and the tendency of prices is 
towards decline, by reason of the enlarging facilities and power of 
production.” 

McCulloch says: What affects. prices is an increase or diminu¬ 
tion of the labour necessary to produce the commodity; ” and Tooke 
says : Causes affecting the cost of production, and the supply and 
demand for each commodity, account for variation' of prices.” 

If we compare the products of human industry in 1881 with those 
of 1860 (see Appendix) in ten great branches—namely coal, iron, 
grain, cotton, sugar, coffee, wine, wool, tea and tobacco—we find the 
gitantities produced give us the index numbers of 1,000 in I860, and 
1,843 in 1884; that is, a rise of 84 per cent. But in the same inter¬ 
val the steam-power of the world rose from 11^ millions to 39 millions 
horse-power,* an increase of 153 per cent. We may therefore say 
that the labour of two men in 1884 was more productive than that of 
three in 1860, and this alone would account for a fall of at least 

* ‘‘ Dictionary of Statistics,” p. 423. 



THE CONTEMPORAHY REVIEW. 


VJ6 


30 per cent, in prices. Probably the fall (vhich has been only 17 per 
cent, since 1858-60) would have been 80 per cent, if no wars had 
intervened. 

In freights by land and sea there has also been a great saving, in 
consequence of the greater efficiency of seamen, the result of steam- 
navigation and improved shipbuilding and harbour accommodation. 
The ratios of tons of merchandise borne by each British seaman in 
twelve months were:— 

4 

III IhGO .101 tons. 

1870 . 132 •„ 

. ,,1881. 234 .. 


The merchant fleets of all nations at present are manned by 
692,000 sailors, who carry, on an average, 185 tons per man yearly; 
but if the proportion were the same as in 1860, we should require 
almost 1,500,000 sailors for the trade of the world, involving an 
expense of at least 50 millions sterling more than at present. Here 
is a saving of 4 per cent, on the gross value of commodities, which 
at present ranges between 1,300 and 1,400 millions. 

In the third place, wc have cheaper rates of bank interest, the 
averages for twenty years showing as follows 

1861-70. 1S7I-S0. 

Great Britain.4*23 ... 3*28 


Germany.4'«'in ... 4*30 

Italy.5‘69 ... 4*85 

Holland.3*98 ... 340 

Kiiroju'.4'30 ... 3’7] 


"With so man^ causes operating for a fall of prices we need not go 
to Australia for au explanation, but may rather feel surprised that 
the fall has not been greater. 


IV. The Pkospects of Piucks. 

, J 

It is hardly necessary for me to add that, unless some terrible 
disasters befall mankind, we are on the safe and steady march to a 
lower level of prices, to the greater expansion of trade and the 
benefit of the world. Lower prices may cause a passing loss to the 
tradesman or manufacturer; but commercial interests soon right 
themselves. In England calico is now sold at 3^ pence per yard, 
which was sold at 13 pence in the year 1830, yet the industry is 
more productive to the nation that it was then, as we see on com^ 
paring the value of manufactures and deducting the cost of raw 
material:— 
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MilHooB aterling. 

. 

Year. 

Cost of* 

Value of ■ 

Gain to 


Kav Cotton. 

Cotton Manufactured. 

the Nation. 

1820 

7 

... ' t 27 

20 

1881 

... 39 

95 

56 


Mankind is still more a gainer, for our monthly exportat^n is nov 
420 million yards, against 21 millions in 1820: that is, twenty 
persons of other nations can nov afford to buy English cotton goods 
for one in 1820. What is true of cottons may be said of other 
things. When steel pens were worth sixpence a dozen the trade was 
very small, but now that we can buy them at a penny a dozen both 
the manufacturers and the public are gainers. 

We hear a great deal about over-production, which, applied to 
crops, means that heaven is too bountiful, and to other things that 
man is too industrious. The obstacles to commerce, higher tarifl&, &c., 
which have been of late years increasing in many countries, have 
tended to diminish the markets of consumption j but if we could to¬ 
morrow sweep away custom-houses, and throw open all ports to free- 
trade, the factories of England, the United States, France, Belgium, 
&c., would he unable to supply the demand for their products. 

Legislators who endeavour to keep up prices belong to the stoe 
school of economy as the malefactors who used to burn down San 
Francisco in order to raise the value of timber. Glaziers have been 
known to thank heaven for a destructive hail-storm, and some sugar- 
merchants would, perhaps, rejoice if the island of Barbadoes were 
submerged by an earthquake. 

Meantime the welfare of mankind is associated with low prices, 
and qvery improvement of machinery, every fresh facility for com¬ 
merce, points in that direction. Statesmen and merchants should 
keep their attention on this fact, and endeavour to promote a cheapened 
cost of production, accompanied by a corresponding fall in prices, the 
better to widen the markets of consumption for British* pro/lucta. 
Let them not be deluded by the theory of a relation between prices 
and gold supply; it has been buried in the -grave with Michel 
Chevdier, and the ashes of tlie dead ought to be allowed to rest in 
peace. 
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APPENDIX. 

table of prices in great BRITAIN FOR 103 TEARS. 
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40 


44 


42 

•ee 

46 


60 

aae 

60 

• •• 

70 

llllttcT „ . 

. S. 

S'i 


C9 

?: 

88 


JOl 


80 


75 

• •• 

81 

•ee 

82 


104 


110 

. #• 

102 

L'uill. (oil . 

8. 

14 


15 

12 

»■ » 

13 


18 


10 

• • • 

H 

• •e 

9 


10 

SI • 

12 

«as 

9 

('ufTci*, cwl. 

b. 

V\ 


11.5 

• • • 

125 

... 

91 


87 


73 

... 

38 

4*9 

61 


64 


88 

aa* 

72 

('opplT, „ 

8. 

SI 


111 

••• 

1R7 

• . • 

129 


101 


9.3 

• • • 

89 

»« • 

98 

«. ■ 

89 


70 

•a* 

07 

CiiUoli, ,• 

8. 

ic;i 


191 

• • • 

l:l() 


180 


78 

• •• 

70 


44 

«•« 

61 


147 

••• 

60 

• as 

58 

FJitx, „ 

3 . 

41 


46 

4*S 

75 


Cl 


4 8 

• •• 

41 


85 


4G 


5.5 

as* 

40 

asa 

40 

Iniu, (on . 

8. 

83 


101 

S4S 

181 


14C 


119 


102 


60 

«.« 

66 


59 

*a« 

74 

a«s 

62 

Lc^id, „ . 

£ 

19 


ao 


85 

e»e 

26 


21 

• • ■ 

IH 


19 


22 

• • • 

21 


21 

*«• 

13 

Oil, tun , 

£ 

40 


H'l 


60 

• •• 

71 

• •• 

46 


52 

• •• 

48 


53 


58 

a«* 

40 

•aa 

40 

(lire, cwt. 

8, 

11» 


'22 

• • • 

83 


:i.> 


ni 

• •• 

82 

• •• 

21 

stt 

12 


12 

aa* 

10 

• a* 

a 

Silk, llj. . 

3 . 

19 

• •• 

20 


2G 


21 

... 

15 

• • • 

k; 

« « • 

15 

«.* 

18 


23 

••• 

19 

s s s 
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no 
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41 


no 
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• •• 

88 


31 


33 

ss* 

20 

«*• 

10 

Tallow, „ . 

H. 

41 


62 


69 

• • 4 

66 


80 

tst 

41 

... 

45 

. . 

52 


4.5 

*•« 

40 

• aa 

39 

Tea, lb. . . 

d. 

44 


85 


ilS 

• •• 

85 


28 


20 


12 


16 


18 

... 

10 

aaa 

12 

'rjiiiljur, load . 

a. 

41 


61 

• •• 

116 

» . 1 

10.5 


50 

• •• 

56 


80 


63 


6.5 

aaa 

66 

ss • 

61 

Tobacco, cwt. 

8. 

(Id 


64 

» * * 

70 

• s« 

11.5 


60 

• s* 

66 


56 


H6 

• •• 

104 

as* 

73 

• *« 

72 

Whoat, busb. 

d. 

76 

• •• 

102 


126 


184 


90 


84 


80 

«#• 

82 


78 

•a* 

71 

• s • 

68 

Wool, lb.. . 

d. 

39 


■18 

• •• 

102 


80 

• •• 

86 

• •• 

29 

• •• 

20 

••• 

21 

*■« 

18 

• aa 

14 

• a* 

12 


INCREASE OF HUMAN INDUSTRY SINCE 18C0. 

ladcx Nos. 



1800 . 

1881 . 

18 ^ 

1884 . 

Coal, million tons . 

141 

364 

100 

260 

Coffee, tons . . . 

370,000 

590,000 

100 

360 

Cotton, million lbs. 

2,390 

4,330 

100 

180 

Grain, million tons. 

152 

219 

100 

144 

Iron, tons . . . 

7,900,000 

... 19,930,000 

100 

261 

Sugar, tons . . . 

2,160,000 

4,080,000 

100 

194 

Tea, million lbs. 

164 

394 

100 

240 

Tobacco, tons . . 

560,000 

-770,000 

100 

138 

AVine, million gallons 

1,920 

... 2,360 

100 

... 112 

Wool, million lbs. . 

9S0 

1,620 

100 

164 




1,000 

3,843 


GOLD COINAGE OF ALL NATIONS. 

Amount coined {in milliom £)from 1850 to 1888 inclmive. 



Total 

Coined. 

Rc.minted. 

Net 

Increase. 

Existing Coin 
in 18Si-B6. 

Amonnt io 
1850. 

Great Britain . 

. . 155) 

... 138 

82 

147 

^66 

BritiBb Colonies 

. . 66 i 

• • » U4I 

«*• A* a 


France . . . 

. . 299 

... 117 

... 182 

... 198 

... 16 

Germany. . . 

. . 91 

... 26 

66 

... 76 

... 10 

Busaia . . . 

. . 110 

... 86 

24 

80 

6 

Austria . . . 

. . 14 

... 7 

7 

10 

3 

Italy . . . . 
Spain and Fortus 

. . 17 

4 

18 

80 

... 17 

al . 81 

8 

23 

... 38 

... 15 

Belgium and Hoi 

[and. 20 

9 

... 20 

26 

6. 

Scandinavia. . 
United otates . 

. . 5 

2 

3 

6 

... 2 

. . 254 

... 168 

96 

... 130 

... 34 


1,070 

665 

616 

689 

174 


Other natiosB, including Switzerland, Greece, Servift, Boumania, Turkey, Egypt, 
Persia, Japan, Spanish America, &c., have 47 millions, biinging up the gmnd total to 
736 millioDB sterlmg. 
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CURBENT OF GOLD (iK MILLIONS £). 

Imported. Exijorted. 


By 

186i-70. 

1671-83. 

23 years. 

1681-70. 

IfiTl-ai. 

13 years 

Great Britain . 

. 171 

... 212 

... 383 

112. ... 

• 206 ... 

318 

France . . . 

. 189 

... 176 

... 365 

119 ... 

114 ... 

233 

[Jnited States . 

. 31 

... 78 

.. 104 

113 ... 

83 ... 

196 

Australia . . 

0 

... 12 

.. 21 

108 ... 

95 ... 

208 

Other countries 

. 112 

... 164 

... 276 

60 ... 

139 .r. 

199 


512 

637 

1,149 

512 

637 

1,149 


M. G. M. 




SPENCER—HARRISON—ARNOLD, 


AN KCLKOTIC K^SAY. 


I jIVEN at a time when beyoud all the experience of our generation 
j the British Empire was surrounded by difficulties, even amid 
Ministerial crises—in the very moment of preparations for a 
General Election—public attention was some weeks ago stirred in 
an unwonted degree by a quarrel between two philosophers. To 
the astonishment of everybody who knew liim for a single-minded, 
gentle-hearted thinker, Mr. Herbert Spencer was suddenly laid under 
the suspicion of having, from mercenary motives, taken advantage 
of the absence of any copyright law in America, and given his 
sanction to the unauthorized publication, together with work of his 
own, of two essays and an epistle by Mr. Frederic Harrison; further, 
the charge against him proceeded to declare, that after he had been privy 
to this literary theft from Mr. Harrison, he weakened Mr. Harrison's 
arguments in the presentation by the addition of critical notes. Into 
the detailg of this recent dispute it is not necessary to enter. Enough 
that Mr. Spencer acted unadvisedly in rendering assistance to a breach 
of that unwritten law of copyright which all English authors L their 
own interests would wish to observe; that Mr. Harrison's impulsive 
rhetoric in bringing his charge of piracy with its hint of immorality 
Aveut beyond not only the facts, but, as subsequently appeared, his 
own belief and intention; that JVIr. Spencer^s notes to Mr. Harrison^s 
essays were not answers to arguments, but corrections of statements 
as to Mr. Spencer's own views; and that Mr. Spencer having acknow¬ 
ledged his error, and by an offer to pay damages, suppressed the 
peccant volume, has received from Mr. Harrison explanations which, 
it is to be hoped, Avill enable the Prophet of Agnosticism and the 
High Priest of Comtism to resume their aucient friendship. 

It is not to the quarrel, but to the book that I desire to direct 
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attention. But for the quan^ we might by this time have had the 
book in England. Perhaps it is not too much to lope that^'the 
quarrel being mdnded^ if not ended, the book will be issued in this 
country. To me it seems the most valuable contribution to the 
Great Debate which we have had since the posthumous publication 
of John Stuart Mill'sThree Essays on Religion,” Itp personal 
form gives to it something of dramatic interest; and while the reti* 
cence of Mr, Herbert Spencer is suggestive, the brilliant eloquence 
of Mr. Frederic Harrison is instructive. The latter is not always 
fair, and he is several times convicted of carelessness in representing 
his opponent's arguments, but he is always sincere and his tone is 
high and inspiring. The void left by Mr. Spencer's reticence, more¬ 
over, is filled by the explanations of two of his disciples, Professor 
Youmans, of New York, and the Count d'Alviella. They take the 
hints which Mr. Spencer gives them, conclude his conclusions, and 
bring forth for us out of liis philosophy a God who can be worshipped 
—a God who is a more rightful object of worship than that Humanity 
which, in the liturgy of Dr. Congreve (disavowed by Mr. Harrison) 
is ** the Queen of our devotion, the Lady of our loving service, the 
one centre of all our being, the one bond of all ages, the one shelter 
for all families of mankind, the one foundation of a truly Catholic 
church," to whom must be ascribed all honour and glory. Amen." * 
My purpose is not to enter into a controversy for which I am not 
qualified by so much as exercise in the use of a philosophic and 
scientific terminology. If I were to endeavour to adopt the language 
which is Mr. Spencer's mother tongue and Mr. Harrison's daily 
dialect, I should have to cast it from me again because I have not 
proved it." But the discussion is nothing at all if it*i8 not intended 
to influence the minds of laymen who have other business to do than 
to master the lingo of the Schools. It touches the very heart of 
daily life. In essence, if not always in form, it is what may be 
called in the true sense of the word a popular discussion; and, if 
one follow " with modesty enough and likelihood to lead it," an 
excursion into the sphere where the giants have fought may be 
pardoned and may not be without its own value. I cannot write 
" Macbeth " or act his character on the stage; but I can set forth 
what impression a performance of " Macbeth " makes upon my mind. 

I cannot write like Mr. Spencer or Mr. Harrison, nor presume to 
enter into contitoversy with them; but as they write for such as I, 
it is not unseemly that I should explain what effect their engage¬ 
ment in polemic war has had upon my own views. 

It is impossible, however, to consider them alone. A controversy 
dealing with God, belief, worship, conduct, by the very terms used 
suggests Mr. Matthew Arnold. It would add to the completeness 

• » The Nature and Reality of Reliffon,” p. 218. 
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of ilie Harrisoa-Spencer volume, if it is to be issued. in this 
country, wcite "A Comment on Christmas,”* by Mr. Arnold, 
appended thereto. Then we should have the threefold presentment 
of what our unsatisiied searchers after a creed are constwtly puling 
into form. None of them is content with a mere negation.« £{^h 
is trying,to dud a foundation on which he may build. Each in turn 
exhibits the deficiency and inefficiency of the other. Is it fanciful to 
say that if they arc put together, and the admissions made by one to 
another are rightly insisted upon, they give to us a faith which is 
sufficient for us ? 

Mr. Spencer’s object is not in the main what may be called 
religious, save so far as Religion is served by truth. What he thinks 
of setting forth is the Scieutific Fact. He finds behind all pheno¬ 
mena a mystery to which it is difficult to give even a name.' It is; 
nothing is more certain than its existence; it is the absolute certainty, 
the Ultimate Reality, an Infinite and Eternal Energy from which 
all things proceed. But what it is, how it is, the whence and the 
whither thereof, no man knoweth. It is the Great Enigma, known 
to he, yet itself unknow'n, the transcendent of human thought, the 
Unknowable. Science attests so much, and Mr. Herbert Spencer 
brings his Scieutific Fact to the help of Religion. " This is all very 
well,” Mr. Harrison comes in by saying, but is of no good. It is 
not Religion. Religion is belief, worship, conduct. Your scientific 
belief in ' a sort of a something ^ inspires no worship, and can have 
no effect upon conduct.” Even “ the sort of a something ” which 
Mr. Spencer describes is, in the opinion of Mr. Harrison, too definite 
for Science. Science docs not know that it is Ultimate Reality, or 
Infinite or Eternal, or the Source of all things; and Science has no 
business with capital letters. Science, with or without capital letters 
to aid it, does not know whether the “sort of a something” is 
Unknowable. It knows only that it is unknown. An indefinite 
unknown is not a subject for belief; it cannot be worshipped; it 
cannot be made useful to the guidance of life. It suggests jio con¬ 
solation to the bereaved, offers no light to the perplexed, creates no 
hope, inspires no affection, and therefore, in a religious sense, gives 
no code, makes no law. Mr. Harrison finds Mr. Spencer’s mere 
hint and ghost of a God useless, and, as a practical man, he ignores 
it. But (with an apology for the adoption of those capital letters 
which to Mr. Spencer must be taboo) he offers him an object which 
can be defined; an object which .can, therefore, be believed in; an 
object which can be worshipped, if you will give to the word worship 
its old English instead of its modern meaning; an object which can 
be made an inspirer of conduct. “ The final religion of enlightened 
man ia the systematized and scientific form of the spontaneous 

* Th8 Comtucporasy-Review for ApriJ. 
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reli^on of the natural man. Both rest on the same elemenifr—» 
belief itt. the Power which controls his life and gratefiil fbTerencc for 
the Power so acknowledged. The primitive man thought that PoMjpr 
to b^i^the object of Nature affecting man. The cultured man knows 
that Power to be Humanity itself controlling and controlled by 
Nafiir^-iaccordiug to natural laws. The transitional and perpetually 
chai^ging creed of Theology has been an interlude. Agnosticism has 
uttered its epilogue. But Agnosticism is no more religion 1|ian 
differentiation or the nebular hypothesis is religion,” * 

. The issue is thus joined. Mr. Spencer has offered as a foundation 
for religion the Ultimate Reality which transcends thought^ which 
is the Unknowable, but which wc know to be Infinite, Eternal, the 
Source of all things—" from which all things proceed.” IJr. Har¬ 
rison for the purposes of religion will have nothing to do with this 
conception. He rejects it with scorn ; and his rejection of it calls 
forth from Mr. Spencer a remarkably striking bit of self-revelation. 
In his heart of hearts he believes something more about the Infinite 
and Eternal Energy than he puts on paper. He believes that by It 
all things are created and sustained, and if he had not the part of a 
hard philosopher to play he would so have written. It is hardly too 
much to declare that Mr. Spencer has given us enough to show that 
if he let go the paintcr,^^ and uttered a Confession of Faith instead 
of producing a description of a Scientific Fact, he could use the 
wor^ which Goethe puts into the mouth of Faust• 

“ Hiiu who Jarc luamo 
Ami who proclaim, 

Kim I believe ? 

Wlio that can feel, 

TTis heart can steel, 

To gay : 1 believe him not ? 

The All-cmbracer, 

All-sustainer, 

Holds and snstaitis he not 
Thee, me, himself ? 

Lifts not the Heaven ils dome above! 

Doth not the lirm-set earth beneath us lie ? 

And beaming tenderly with looks of love, 

Climb not the everlasting stars on high ? 

1)0 I not gaze into thine eyes ? 

Nature’s impenetrable agencies, 

Arc tliey not thr<inging on thy heart and braiu, 

Viewless, or visible to mortal ken,. 

Around thee weaving their mysterious chain ? 

Fill thence thy heart, how large soe’er it be; 

And in the feeling when thou utterly art blest, 

Then call it, what thou wilt,— 

Call it IWiss! Heart! Love! God! 

I have nd name for it I 
♦Tis feeling all; . 

Name is but sound and smoke 
Shrouding the glow of heaven, ’t 


♦ “The Nature and ReaUty of Religion,” p. 47. t Mto Swnnwiok’s tranelatioD. 

P s 
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Agnosticism is something more than Don’t Knowism” when it 
reaches to this height; and to this height it has eyideutlj reached in 
Mr. Spencer’s inner mind. Nevertheless^ though it went to the 
highest heights of Dcismj it would fail to persuade Mr. Harrison. 
Such a confession of faith as Goethe puts dramatically in the mouth 
of the hero of his play, comes aptly, the Comtist apologist would 
say, from*the lips of the seducer, for it contains nothing likely to 
prevent his crime. Even if Mr. Spencer’s confession had gone far 
beyond the stage of Faust’s creed it would be useless. There is no 
revelation in it for a man who wants a belief which will inspire wor¬ 
ship and guide conduct. A revelation for man must come through 
Humanity. As to what is outside Humanity, it is neither good nor 
bad. It is //, and It is unknown. Humanity is known—^known to 
the cultured man as “ the Power which controls his life.” 

Alas ! Mr. Spencer is not, in Mr. Harrison's sense, a cultured mau. 
He does not feel grateful reverence to Humanity: rather the contrary; 
he is very much inclined to say that man “ in a loomp is bad,” whom 
instead of worshipping he, as a man amongst men, seeks to make 
better. His retort upon Mr. Harrison is crushing. He shows that 
whatever assumptions may have been made as regards the Infinite 
. and Eternal Energy from which all things proceed, the creed which 
gives us an Ideal Humanity formed of the whole human race erects a 
falsehood to be believed in—sets up the non-existent to be worshipped. 

' In logic Mr. Spencer argues from particulars to particulars; and when 
he thinks that the universal man is made up of particular men, each 
fallen short of the glory of perfection, his rejection of the Ideal 
Humanity as the Unreal Humanity is sweeping. Yet there does 
remain that question of Religion and Conduct. It is a fact that 
Mr. Spencer’s Infinite and Eternal Energy is of no use to us iu a 
moral sense. It has really nothing to say to us, either by way of 
warning or reproof, and no word of warning or reproof could come 
to us frqm it save in and through Humanity. If Mr. Spencer has 
destroyed the litre Supreme of the Comtists, and we have no choice 
save between him and Mr. Harrison, we shall go without' Inything 
worthy of the name of Religion at all. For “ The Data of Ethics ” 
supplies us with nearly everything for conduct except adequate 
motive. 

And here Mr. Matthew Arnold breaks in to make a most interesting 
diversion. His severe lucidity sees both sides. His first object is 
to satisfy the scientific accuracy of Mr. Herbert Spencer and to take 
for granted nothing which cannot be proved. Idealist Pantheist as he 
really is, steeped to the finger tips in a poetic faith which he cannot 
sustain by logic, all his pulses throbbing in response to phrases and 
thoughts which find no echo in the minds of the' two combatants 
between whom metaphorically he steps, he ruthlessly deprives himself 
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of airthat knowkdge will not yield to him. He does^ indeed, give a 
moral attribnte to the Eternal Energy by saying that it.'' makes for 
righteousness/' but, if pressed, he admits his meaning to be no 
more than that Nature is natural. His craving for morality--for 
conduct, which is three-fourths of life—then arises to correspond 
with Mr. Harrison's craving for a practical religion, and it must be 
satisfied. Does it hud satisfaction in Mr. Frederic Harrison's offer 
of a credible, worshipful, inspiring Humanity? I cannot Help 
thinking that it is Mr. Matthew Arnold's sense of humour which 
comes to his aid, and prevents him in this war from being the ally 
of the Prophet of Newton Hall. He docs not publicly laugh at 
Mr. Harrison; the excuse he alleges for not accepting his form of 
worship being, when put into plain English, that he is not "used" 
to Comtism. He has a strong love for tradition, and, as literature, 
the Prayer Book is dear to him. Positivism has no real literature; 
for who would give St. Paul's Epistle to the Romans for the " Philo¬ 
sophic Positive ? " who would surrender Isaiah for the sake of gaining 
Mr. Frederic Harrison, witli all the brilliancy of his rhetoric and the 
impetuous rush of his argumentative impulsiveness ? Yet Mr. Arnold 
sees the essential point in Mr. Harrison's contention, as he admits 
the essential rightness of Mr. Spencer's caution against assumptions. 
He secs that a religion for man must come through Humanity or (to 
put it in another way), tliat a religion for Humanity must come 
through man. With his love for tradition and for literature, his 
lucidity as regards science, his craving for conduct, and his perception 
that conduct is hardly to be served by an Infinite and Eternal 
Energy to which no character can be given, the inner call for the 
higher life within him forces him back upon the promptings of his 
own highest nature, and, for the sake of righteousness, he 
deliberately sets to himself the task of re-cstabiishing the old 
religion upon a new basis. He is the widest tiiough not the 
deepest of the trio of philosophers. He tries to get a God; he 
does his best to establish an Ideal Man to be worshipped. But when 
his conceptions are analyzed, the God disappears into a stream of 
tendency, and the Ideal Man becomes a dream. Nevertheless, he 
will sing psalms to God, and bow the knee at the name of Jesus. 
Under what impulse, for what cause ? To satisfy that spirit within 
him which longs for whatsoever things are good, whatsoever things 
are pure and of good report. He positively revels with delight in 
St. Paul's list of virtues, abhors with loathing the vices in the 
Pauline catalogues, and in obedience to what the Quakers would call 
the Inner Light, he produces an apologia of his own invention for 
Christian worship. Mr. Arnold, if he talked to Mr. Spencer, would 
not say, " The Spirit within me testifieth that Jesus is the Son of 
God," but " Within me is a conviction that the life which Jesus 
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wished men to lire is such as floatl upon the stream of tendency by 
which all things fulfil the law of their being/’ He is not at all 
disturbed by the thought that it is equally the law of the being of 
the covetous man to steals or of the violent man to fight, or (to use 
Mr. Spencer’s triumphant illustration of human weakness) of Con¬ 
servatives to wear primroses in honour of Lord BcacoUsficld, or (to 
use Mr. Arnold^s own illustration) of the French people to worship 
Lubricity. Mr. Arnold, in the phraseology of the old school, has 
" seen Jesus,” and though there is no Incarnation, though ** miracles 
do not happen/' though there was no Resurrection, yet the vision of 
pureness, self-control, sacrifice, righteousness, of the dying to re-live 
in the Eternal Order in the Christian Story, satisfies him as to what 
is the right law of Nature and Humanity. He goes to church at 
Christmas and says the Collect which speaks of the only begotten 
Son who takes our nature upon Him, and is born of a pure Virgin— 
though there was no taking of our nature and no Virgin; on Easter 
Sunday he addresses God as having through Jesus Christ overcome 
death and opened the gates of everlasting life—though death is ever¬ 
more triumphant and there is no more future than Mr. Harrison 
believes in; and having indulged in these fantasies, he beseeches us 
all to imitate his example. Then we shall hold festival of the 
virtues whicli Jesus in the story exemplified, and so, by a process of 
self-delusion, help ourselves to exemplify them. George Eliot, 
gaining strength to translate Strauss’s destructive chapter on the 
Death of Christ by continually gazing at a crucilix upon her writing- 
table, adopted a method which many thought extraordinary; but 
Mr. Matthew Arnold would make it the ordinary method of the 
daily life of ajl true-hearted, clear-seeing men. His ‘^lucidity” 
has led him to meet Mr. Herbert Spencer, and to adopt the main 
proposition of Mr. Harrison; but while liis desire for conduct has 
fixed upon him the inadequacy of Mr. Spencer’s theory to keep men 
righteous—whilc his sense of humour has saved him from Mr. 
Harrison's impossible liturgies, whether they become as extravagant 
as in Dr. Congreve's ritual or not—he seems to have fallen ht last 
into preaching what Mr. Spencer would detest, and Mr. Harrison 
reject—the gospel of a salvation to be wrought by constant acts of 
conscious insincerity. 

To sum up, Mr. Spencer gives us the hint of a God discovered by 
Science, but no adequate religion; ]Mr. Harrison the hint of a religion 
found in and derived from Humanity, but no worshipful God; and 
Mr. Matthew Arnold has added to Mr. Spencer's hint of a God found 
in Nature, and Mr. Harrison's hint of a religion found in Humanity, 
a worship based upon fable and fiction, with which he asks us, self- 
deluded, to beguile ourselves, that we may feed the spirit within us, 
which needs the satisfaction of a true life. 



SPENCER^HARJUaON-^ARNOLD. 


207 

All this is so manifestly iiieffa|^iial^ so de^hcienti or so fantastic 
and illusoiy^ that an inquiiy natoralJj anses as to the reason for the 
threefold failure. What is it sets these thinkers and inquirers upon 
separate lines^ -when their palpable object is the same ? What is it 
keeps them apart ? It is no Hibernicism to say that they are 
divided by their one distinct point of agreement. They are all deeply 
committed to a horror of Anthropomorphism. To Mr. Spencer an 
attribution to the Eternal of anything like that which we know in 
ourselves is the one fallacy of all others. He declares with emphatic 
reasoning tliat even the higher Anthropomorphism^ for which we 
pleaded a little toleration, must be dropped. Mr. Harrison is more 
rigidly exclusive still, and will not permit the word ''proceed ** to be 
used of the workings of the Great Unknown which he refuses to 
worship; and Mr. Matthew Arnold has warned us against the 
" magnified and non-iiatiiral man ** until his disciples are afraid of 
the least shadow of Humanity in their conception of the Deity, 
Now, what I want to insist upon is, that this prohibition, though it 
is no more than a pruliibitlon upon language, is a prohibition upon 
the only language which would ever reconcile what is essential and 
true in the consideration of each of our philosophers. If 1 am not 
to apply to the workings of the Infinite and Eternal Energy 
such words as 1 apply to the acts of a man, no language about It is 
possible at all. Mr. Spciiccr, seeing the Creator and Sustainer of‘ 
all life in the exterior world, coining to Mr. Harrison, to whom the 
highest he can conceive is Humanity, or to Mr. Arnold, whose inner 
spirit thirsts for a righteousness which will bring Man into subor¬ 
dination to Nature, has no coins or counters with which to make the 
imcdcd exchange of his discovery for the fruits of their contempla> 
tion. Nature, Humanity, the spirit of man, must ever remain apart. 
The instinct of worship to which Mr. Harrison appeals, the passion 
for righteousness to which Mr. Arnold appeals, can never really 
meet in such a communion as is necessary before the Infinite and 
Eternal Energy which Mr. Spcnccr proficrs as the foundation for 
religion can be made of religious use. And here is the extra¬ 
ordinary thing; those who would describe the' apprehension they 
have of the greatest Reality of all, think that they are doing them¬ 
selves a service by the cautious adoption of language not derived 
from the highest they know, but from that which is accepted as the 
lower form of existence, that which is neuter and lifeless. To speak 
of " Him " is wickedness; to speak of " It,’' or, better still, »it," is 
to be scientific. For this reason Mr. Spencer, having his conscious¬ 
ness of God, can make no religious use of his conception; for this 
reason Mr. Harrison discards God and tries to worship the highest 
he can write and speak about, which is Humanity; for this reason 
Mr. .Arnold vexes himself with the solemn use of fable, that he may 
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save men from the moral coiiseque|K!es of the loss of God. God in 
Nature, God in man, God in the soul—the Father, the Son and the 
Holy Spirit—are, so to speak, eternally separated, and we are for¬ 
bidden to use the only language whereby they can be regarded as 
One. 

It may not be scientific, it may not be philosophical: it may bo 
called Faith, and Faith may be regarded as assumption : but when 
Mr. Spencer tells me that '^the power which manifests itself in con¬ 
sciousness is but a differently conditioned form of the power which 
manifests itself beyond consciousness," then I recognize that what 
to me is the highest of all known forms, Humanity itself, presents 
that unknown or unknowable Keality to defy the dissector as the 
Ultimate llcality in external Nature does the analyst* Proceeding to 
greater lengths, I say that I am justified in believing that the spirit 
within is a revelation of the spirit without, that they are differently 
conditioned forms of the same power.” If, then, so far as we can 
go, we find one Power working in Humanity and in Nature—and 
Humanity is the highest manifestation to our minds of Nature—we 
ought not only not to be prohibited from describing that Power with 
anthropomorphic symbolism, but anthropomorphic symbolism is the 
only language which >vc can employ. It is symbolism, no doubt. 
Consciousness in man, says Mr. ypcnccr, is a succession of states; 
to say that the Absolute has a succession of states is to be contra¬ 
dictory. Yet I should assert, as a statement controlling the whole 
controversy, that the Infinite and ICtcrnal Energy, from which all 
things proceed, becomes consciousness in us; and that if it is con¬ 
sciousness in us, then consciousness may be predicated of it. That 
we cannot conceive of infinitude and eternity is no reason why we 
should refuse to*set the Infinite Eternal before us in the only w'ay 
which will enable us to understand the relations of a man as a part 
of Humanity and a man as a spiritual animal to the Nature of w'hich 
he forms a part. For it must be remarked that each of our trio of 
philosophers brings his own sheaf with him in this controversy to 
establish something as to the nature of man. Mr. Spencer wa its no 
liturgy and argues that the Deity can dispense with praise—though 
if the praise of God be for the good of man, surely the Deity would 
demand praise—but he, too, stands in awe before his conception of 
the Infinite and Eternal Energy ; he, too, predicts a long continuance 
of the religious instincts of men. So strong are those instincts that 
Mr. Harrison must needs make an abstraction of Humanity to satisfy 
them. So strong arc those instincts that Mr. Matthew Arnold 
insists upon the insincere use of the old forms lest their abandonment 
should cause moral disaster. In the very nature of Man is this 
desire for worship, this awe before the Inscrutable, this setting up of 
Humanity as its religious symbol, this attempt to find in form the 
preservative of righteousness. 
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What is then the couclnstonY I am approaching this subject 
from only one side^ and it is many-sided. I am approaching it solely 
from the side of Agnostic Pantheism; and I make bold to aver that 
if the nriknown or unknowable Power within man and the unknown 
or unknowable Power without arc the same, then the higher a man 
is, according to our conception of what is highest, the more he can 
teach us and represent to us of the Infinite and Eternal; ancl that if 
there has been such a thing as a Perfect Man, the highest thing we 
can know, he must become the absolute representative of that Un¬ 
known or Unknowable which \k the Power working in us and in the 
world. If we had the Highest Man, at once the Ideal of the Eace, 
and its interpretation of itself to itself, he would be the final inter¬ 
preter of the moral workings of the Infinite and Eternal Energy 
from which all things proceed, “ by which all tilings are created and 
sustained.” By what methods arc wc to find that Highest Man ? 
By Mr, Matthew Ariiold^s method—by the S[)irit within us, still one 
with the Spirit without us, diflFcrcntly conditioned forms of the 
same energy, enabling us to recognize the absolute good. If such 
a man has been and can be recognized, tlien Mr. Harrison needs 
no longer a religion of abstractions, and Mr. Arnold, if he will 
drop his' horror of Anthropomorpliism, may have a worship with¬ 
out insincerity, cither in essence or form. We can speak of the 
Father; of Love as being in God; of the Will of God j of the 
strivings of the Spirit; and we shall speak with rightful assurance. 
We shall, then think, and write, and speak with more profit than if 
we talk of It, or try to pretend an unfelt gratitude to a Humanity 
which neither created nor sustains, a Humanity which is largely de¬ 
serving, not of gratitude, but of censure. The Perjiict Man once 
found to reveal the Infinite and Eternal Energy to us, we may learn 
from him enough about the Spirit of the tlniverse to believe that lie 
can speak to us, even by miracle. 


S. Eowe Bennett. 
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F rom Schlcgcrs Commcuturics to Professor Dowden’sj J. Feis's, 
and George Macdonald’s recent studies, what multitudes 
of explanations and analyses liavc been given of the tragedy of 
Hamlet ” 1 It has been said that a fresh one is published almost 
yearly. I hope, therefore, I shall not be cousidered presumptuous 
in attempting a little sketch in which I shall endeavour to explain 
HamlePs character from a sociological standpoint. I know this will 
be by no means an easy task; I recollect reading in a book of 
Mr. Frank Marshall's, who had devoted fourteen years to the study 
of Hamlet/' that he had found out bow little he knew' about it. 

] was studying Hamlet ” at the time of the " Coup d'Etat ” of 1852. 
This event dismayed me. Before the year 1848 I looked forw'ard 
with confidence to a general disarmament, to peaceful progress, and 
to the coming triumph of liberty in the world; and, a little later, 
when Lamartine addressed w'ords of aifection and friendship, in the 
name of Republican France, to all other nations, he seemed to me to 
be realizing the Utopia of poets and prophets. A new era com¬ 
mencing ; as Bcrangcr writes ;— 

t 

“ La paix descendait sur la terre 
Semant do I’or, dcs Hours et des epis ; ” 

and the swords would be turned into ploughshares. Democracy 
would become established without violence or bloodshed, as the 
result of a regular and apparently irresistible movement. The 
sovereignty of the people seemed to he assured, and St. Simon's pro¬ 
gramme of the moral, intellectual, and material amelioration of the 
mosses appeared likely to be set on foot. But alas! these bright 
dreams were visionary! The days of June partly marred their 
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splendour^ and soon afterwards^ on a dark winter's nighty an adven¬ 
turer, ^med only with the power borrowed from the memory of an 
odious despot, drives out the people's representatives, shoots those who 
resist, stifles liberty, and reinstates absolute and autocratic govern¬ 
ment. This unexpected triumph of evil was a great blow to me, 
and a cause of deep anguish. 

I could not help questioning whether justice was to be* found at 
all in the world. 1 said to myself: A perverse man rules supreme. 
The just and the true friends of the people and of liberty are exiled 
and imprisoned. How can God permit such violation of His 
equitable laws ? 

In reading " llainiot ” 1 found the expression of similar sentiments. 
It seemed to me that his mind was troubled by sight of the triumph 
of evil over good, by the distressing enigma ever meeting us in 
human societies wlicrc, aS in Nature, happiness is not reserved to the 
deserving, and trouble to sinners. I found Louis Napoleon marching 
to the Tuilerics, through the pools of blood of December, in Hamlet's 
imprecation, when speaking to his mother of his father's assassin, 
her liusband, he says:— 

“A nmrdcror and a villain. 

A slave tluit is not Iw’cntietli part the tithe 
Of your i)recodent lord; a vice of kings ; 

A cutpurso of the Jinipire and the Itule, 

I’liat fx'onx a sholf ilio precious diadoiu stole, 

And put it in his pocket!”—Act iii. sc. 4. 

Under the empire of tlicsc feelings of indignation and despair I 
thought I attained a better ccticcption of Shakespeare's drama. 

Hamlet is au accomplished prince, to whom all the pleasures of 
life arc apparently reserved. He is young and handsome, and a 
throne awaits him. He is a philosopher and a poet, and well versed 
in sword-craft. He has studied at the Wittenberg University, and 
his thoughtful and reflective miud penetrates to the depths of the 
great problem of human life. As becomes his age, the young philo¬ 
sopher loves a^maiden whose charm and whose very name are poetry 
personified. As Ophelia says, he has a noble mind:— 

“The courtier's, soldier's, scholar’s eye, tongue, sword : 

The expectancy and rose of the fair state, 

The glass of fashion and the mould of’form, 

The observ’d of all observers.”—Act iii. sc. 1. 

When the ghost of his father appears to him and reveals the 
abominable crime committed by his uncle, his mother's husband, the 
usurper of the throne, the spectacle of triumphant and unpunished 
crime so overwhelms him that his mental faculties are in danger. 
SafiTering not only affects Hamlet, like most men, in his sentiments. 
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but it completely upsets his metaphysical theories^ and attacks his 
reason. 

** Yea, from the table of niy memory 
ril wipe away all trivial fond records; 

All saws of books, all forms, all pleasures past, 

That youth and observation copied there ; 

And thy commandment all alone shall live 
Within the book and volume of my brain, 

TJnmixed with baser matter; yes, by heaven ! 

Oh ! most pernicious woman 1 

Oh, villain, villain, smiling, damned villain! 

My tables, meet it is 1 sot it down, 

That one may smile, and smile, and be a villain; 

At least I’m sure it may be so in Denmark.”—Act i. sc. 5. 

Crime smiling and remorseless—this is wliat disturbs and confuses 
all his notions of justice. - Agony, doubt, and despair take hold on 
Hamlet, and he is haunted by the idea of suicide. His faith in the 
universal order of things is attacked more severely than his love for 
his father. Henceforth, buried in the bitterest reflections, he must 
commence a fresh existence. Good-by, dear studies ; good-by, 
pleasure; good-by, love; good-by, Ophelia. lie biirstS all the 
bands which bind him to life, and buries himself completely in his 
one dominant thought; and how admirably Shakespeare describes 
the effect of tliis on the young prince :— 

“ Ophelia,— lord, as I was sewing in my chamber, 

Lord llamict, with his doublet all unbrac'd; 

No hat upon his head ; his stockings foul’d, 

Ungurtcr'd, and down-gyred to his ankle; 

Fide a.s liis .shirt; his Jaiecs knocking each other; 

And witJi a li)ok so piteous i^ purport 
Aa«rhe had lu’cn looH’d out of hell 
To speak ol’liorrors,—he comes before mo. 

* * * * 

Ho took me by the wrist, and held me hard ; 

Tiicn goes ho to the length of all his arm; 

And with his other hand thus o’er his brow, 

He falls to such perusal of my face 
As he would draw it. Long stay'd he so; 

At last,—a little shaking of mine arm, 

And tlirice his head thus waving up and down, 

He rais’d a sigh so piteous and profound, 

That it did seem to shelter all his bulk, 

And end his being.”—Act ii. sc. 1. 

He very soon reaches a despairing state of pessimism. In his 
sight the most beautiful aspects of Nature are darkened by evil. 
All is going wrong:— 

I have of late lost all my mirth, foregone all custom of exercises; and 
indeed it goes so heavily with my disposition that this goodly frame, the 
earth, seems to me a sterile promontory; this most excellent canopy, the air. 
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look you, this bravo o*erhanging firmament) this majestical roof, fretted with 
golden fire,—^wby it appears no other thing to me than a foul and pestilential 
congregation of vapours. What a piece of work is a man! bow noble in 
reason I how infinite in faculty 1 in form and moving how express and admir¬ 
able ! in action) how like an angel! in apprehension) how like a god 1 the 
beauty of the world! the paragon of animals! And. yet, to me, what is this 
quintessence of dust ? Man delights not me; no, nor womim ^ther.’*— 
Act ii. sc. 2. * . 

One of the most eloquent singers of modern pessinKsm, Madame 
Ackermann^ designates man as that summary of all miseries/ and 
uses terms so bitter that Hamlet would not have disowned them. 
The poetess thus addresses Nature;— 

Oui, jo sonllri*, et e’est toi, Mere, qui ni’exterminc, 

TantOt frappant mes ilancs, taiitut blessant mon coeur. 

Mon etre tout entier, par toutes scs raciues, 

Plonge sans fond dans la doulour. 

J’offre sous la ciel un lugubrc spectacle, 
i\o naissant, ne vivunt, que pour agoniser. 

L’abime s’ouvre ici, lii se dresse Tobstacie; 

Ou m engloutir, ou me briser. 

Alais jiisque sous le coup du desustre suprGme, 

Moi, rhoiiune, je t’accuse a la face des cieux. 

Creatrice, en plcin front rc9oi3 done I’anathime 
Uc cct at^Die audacieux. 

Qii’envahissant les cieux, riminobilite morne 
Sous un voile funebro etcigne tout llambcau, 

I’uiaque dun uiiivers magnifique et sans borne 
Tu n’us su faire qu’un tombeau.” 

* 

In Leopardi we find the ^samc state of absolute and complete 
despair^ but there it is resigned and without revolt. In Hamlet^s 
case it is more thrilling from the fact of its being more human, 
more life-like, more varied in its expression. 

It has always been a subject of astonishment that Hamlet was so 
long before avenging the death of his father. The reason for this 
is apparent. The creed of the philosopher, who believed in the 
triumph of the good and the punishment of the wicked, has received 
a more severe shock than the filial affection of the sou. These 
general thoughts and reflectious trouble him and weigh on his mind 
far more than the mere personal desire for revenge. Will the death 
of the murderer re-establish an order of justice in society? “The 
world^s a goodly prison, in which there are many confines, wards, 
and dungeons, Denmark being one of the worst ” (act ii. sc. 2)., ** To 
be honest, as this world goes, is to be one man picked out of ten 
thousand ” (act ii. sc. 2). “ How very stale, flat, and unprofitable 

seem to me all the uses of this world (act i. sc. 2). “ Oh, cursed 

spite, that ever I was born to set it right ” (act i. sc. 6). “ For in 

the fatness of these pursy times, virtue itself of vice must pardon 



214 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


beg ** (act iii. sc. 4). Does not this last quotation resume the whole 
moral situation under the Second Empire in France? How well Hamlet 
paints the perversity which has invaded everything when he says to 
Ophelia,If thou dost marry, I'll give thee this plague for thy 
dowry, —be thou as chaste as ice, as pure as snow, thou shalt not 
escape cajurfiny.” To a nunnery, and quickly too.’' " What should 
such fellows us I do, crawling between heaven and earth ? We are 
arrant knaves all, believe none of us. Go thy ways to a nunnery 
** Why sliouldst thou be a breeder of sinners ? I am myself indif¬ 
ferent honest; but yet I could accuse me of such things, that it 
were better my mother had not borne me ” (act iii. sc. 1). 

Here Shakespeare expresses exactly the sentiments of the early 
Christians, of the millcnnarians, and of the ascetic school. The cor¬ 
ruptions of the world by whicli they were surrounded filled them 
with horror. They longed for the kingdom of God, for justice to 
reign universally, and for the perfect happiness of the faithful; but 
how is this to be established V By the end of the world—that is to 
gay, by a cosmic revolution, when fire from heaven is to descend and 
purify all things. As these escliatological hopes failed to be realized, 
and the world continued as perverted as heretofore, but one course 
was left open to those persons who longed for purity and holiness, 
to /lee to the desert and cry out with Hamlet, To a nunnery, to a 
nunnery." This was the feeling which peopled the Thchaides in the 
first centuries after Christ, and later on, the convents and monasteries, 
especially as the year 1,000 approached, which was considered to be 
the date of the long-cxpcctcd end of the world. 

Tlic nothingness of human life was the dominant idea of Middlc- 
age Christian asceticism. The art of this period often depicted the 
horrible realities of death and the grave, in the most striking and 
powerful manner \ for instance, the death's head in the Church of 
Santa Maria del Popolo, on the Piazza del Popolo at Rome, s^s to 
the living: Hodie mihi eras iihi. At the Campo Santo at Pisa, 
Orcagna's frescoes show us brilliant cavalcades of ladies and eentle- 
men, whose horses suddenly sto]), startled at the sight of puix«fying 
corpses! Hamlet's dark thoughts call up similar imageries:— 

“ The King. —Now, Hamlet, where’s Poloniua ? 

//rtmief.—At supper. 

King, —At supper! Where ? 

Hamlet. —Not where he eats, but where he is eaten. A certain convoca¬ 
tion of politic worms are e’en at him. Your worm is your only emperor 
ibr diet: we fat all creatures else to fat us, and we fat ourselves for maggots: 
yDUivfat king and your lean beggar is but variable service~two dishes, 
but to one table : that’s the end.”*~Act iv. sc. 3. 

Longfellow's Grave," from the Anglo-Saxon, dwells on the same 
morbid idea 
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Doorless is that house^ 

An3 dark it is within ; 

There thou art fast dotained. 

And Death has the key. 

Loathsome is that earth-house, 

And grim within to dwell. 

There thou slialt dwell, 

And worms shall divide thee.” • 

At the cemetery, Hamlet is interested in handling the skulls dug 
up by the grave-diggers and in indulging in reflections as to the 
persons to whom they belonged—‘‘ Alas I poor Yorick; and, address¬ 
ing the skull of a courtier, he says—“ This might be my lord sueb- 
a-onc .... and now my lady worms" {act v. sc. 1). In whut 
admirable language lie depicts the nothingness of man: ** Why may 
not imagination trace the noble dust of Alexander till he find it 
stopping a bung-hole ? " 

“ Tmporial Cossar, dead aud turned to clay, 

Might stop Li hole to keep tlic wind away: 

Oh that tlic eartli, which kept the world in nwe, 

Should patch a wall to expel the winter’s flaw! ”—Act v. sc. 1. 

In Holy Writ, Kcclcsiastes offers anotlier type of pessimism. He 
also bears witness that this world is given up to evil; but, instead of 
despairing about it until his mind wanders, he draws the conclusion 
that he had best take life as it is and rejoice, while it lasts, as there 
is no to-raorrow. “ There is a vanity which is done upon the earth; 
that there be just men, unto whom it happeneth according to the 
work of the wicked; again, there be wicked men, to whom it hap- 
pencth according to the work of the righteous. I said that this also 
is vanity. Then I commended mirth, because a man hath no better 
thing under the sun than to eat, aud to drink, and to be merry " 
{Ecclesiastes viii. 11<, 15). Hamlet, also, is in a state of despair, 
but Mb would disdain to take refuge in epicurism, which he considers 
degrading; “ What is a man, if his chief good and market of his 
time be hut to sleep and feed? A beast; no more " (act iv. sc. 5). 

Occasionally he reproaches himself for not having revenged the 
death of his father. This thought takes possession of him when he 
sees the army of Fortinbras marching to battle and death, without 
motive, while he does not act, though he have “ cause, and will, and 
strength, and means, to do't” (act iv. sc. 5). But his horror of 
iniquity, his disgust of the world tempt him rather to suicide than 
to ideas of vengeance. His pessimism and his despair might be 
called impersonal:— 

Oh that this too, too solid flesh would melt, 

Thaw and resolve itself into a dew I 

Or, that the Everlasting had not fix’d 

His canon ’gainst self-slaughter.”—Act i. sc. 2, 
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And &g;aiu after his interview with Polonius 

** PoloniuH. My Uojiuuruble lord^ J will most humbly take mv leave of you. 

Hamkl. You cannot, sir, take from me anything that 1 will more willingly 
part withal—except my life, except my life, except my life,”—Act ii. bc. 2. 

*.ThuB, almost decided to have done with life, hanging, as it were, at 
the verge of the ahyss, he pronounces the famous monologue, To 
bc, or not to be/^ so full of bitter meaning and pessimist views:— 

“ By a sleep to say we end 

. The huan-uclio and the thousand natural shocks 

Thai flesh is heir to,—tis a consummation 
Bevoutly to be wish’d. 

For who would bear the whips and scorns of time, 

The oppressor’s wrong, the proud man’s contumely, 

The p.'ings of despis’d love, the law’s delay, 

The insolence of office, and the spurns 
That patient merit of the unworthy takes, 

When he liimself might his quietus make 
With u bare bodkin? Who would fardels bear, 

To grunt and sweat under a weary life, 

But that the dread of something after death, 

The undiscover’d country, from whose bourn 
No traveller returns, puzzles the will. 

And makes us rather bear those ills we have 

Than Hy to otliers that we know not of.”—Act iii. sc. 1. 

It Las been (|ue8tioucd whether Hamlet had really lost his reason, 
or whether he acted madness to bc able the better to prepare his 
vengeance. Neither of these suppositions is correct, in my opinion. 
The words of tfie king, his uncle, are, I think, a true indication as 
to the state of mind of the disconsolate philosopher:— 


What he spake, though it luck’d form a little, 

Was not like madness. There’s something in his soul 
O’er which his melancholy sits on brood.”—Act iii. sc.’2. 

This problem which so disturbs Hamlet^s reason is none other than 
the one which troubled Job. How is it, if God be just, that the 
wicked triumph, while the righteous suffer ? As Benau explains, the 
old-world theory that each one here below is treated according to his 
merits was all very well in patriarchal times, when nobility, virtue, 
and riches went generally hand-in-hand. In the extreme simplicity 
of a wandering existence, the only really miserable ones were those 
who deserved ‘such a lot, by refusing to work or .otherwise grossly 
misconducting themselves! But as soon as the Shemites he came ac¬ 
quainted with the resources of trade and commerce, the accumulation 
of capital, and the monopoli 2 ation of the soil, the whole state of 
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-society became completely transformed. Scoundrels and yillains 
lived in comfort and plenty, tyrants were rewarded, and brigands 
borne with honours to the grave, while the deserving were but too 
often despoiled and reduced to beg their bread. Job, the primitive 
wanderer, faithful to the customs of his fathers, complained bitterly 
of this cruel injustice introduced by a complicated civilization, of 
which he could understand neither tlie aim nor the extent. “Tb,e 
cry of the poor, hitherto unknown—for the poor existed only in the 
inferior races, scarcely worthy of the name of men—began to make 
itself heard, and spoke in accents full of passion and. eloquence.” 
The sight of the existing social iniquities, of men^s miseries, of that 
inexplicable injustice of death which strikes indiscriminately the just 
and the unjust; in a word, the spectacle of society and of Nature 
as they are, filled Job with despair. Like Hamlet, life and the world 
were most distasteful to liim. If I justify myself, mine own mouth 
shall condemn me, I would despise my life. There is one thing, 
therefore, I said it. He dcstroycth the perfect and the wicked. The 
earth is given into the hand of the wicked ” (Job ix. 30, 21,22, 24). 
** My soul is weary of my life ” (x. 7). Wherefore do the wicked 
live, become old, yea, arc mighty in power ? How oft is the candle 
of the wicked put out 1 and how oft cometh their destruction upon 
them!” (Job xxi. 7, 17, 18). For the Christian, the solution of 
this agonizing enigma is to be found in the life to come, when all 
will be as it should be, and when each will receive reward or punish¬ 
ment according to his deserts, but the primitive Shemite possessed 
but a very vague idea of any such future existence ; we read, there¬ 
fore, that amends are made to Job in this world; that he again 
becomes rich and powerful, and lives in peace and comfort to a good 
old age. ‘‘After this lived Job an hundred and Yorty years, and 
saw his sons, and his sons’ sons, even four generations (Job .xlii. 16). 

In Shakespeare, on the contrary, Hamlet and Ophelia die as 
misvably as the King and Queen. Implacable destiny smites alike 
the innocent and the guilty, and our feelings of justice are unsatisfied. 

The debate between pessimism and optimism, so eloquently com¬ 
menced by Job, and continued iu Greece, between Heraclitus and 
Democritus, is again reopened by Voltaire and Rousseau, in two 
celebrated writings, which are well worth repcrusal, Voltaire, 
deeply moved by the terrible disasters resulting from the earthquake 
of Lisbon in 1755, writes some verses which arc a sort' of indict-, 
ment of Nature and Providence, showing how wretched is man's 
condition.— 

“Elements, animaux, humains, tout est cn guerre; 

II le faut avouer, le mal est sur la terre.” 

And of mail he says : 

“ Il’rampe, il souffre, il meurt; tout ce qui nalt expire. 

De la destruction la nature est I'cmpire.’* 

VOL. XLVIJI. Q 
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^^AinsI du monde cntier tons lesmembres gt^missent; 

N^s tous pour les tourmeats, Tun par Tautre ila perissent; 

Kt vous composcrez^ dans ce chaos fatal^ 

X)cs malhcurs de cbaque £tro un boDhcur g^^ndrall' 

Leilinitz no m’apprend point par quels noeuda invisibles, 

Duns lo mieux ordonne des univers possibles, 

Un dt'-aordre uternel, un chaos do malheurs, 

Mclc ii nos vains plaUirs de rcclles doulours, 

N'i pourqiioi I'innocent, ainsi que Ic coupablo, 

Subit egalcmcnt co mal inevitable. 

Jc no con^ois paa plus comment tout scrait bien: 

Jo suis commo un docteur; helasi je ne sais ricn.'’ 

Voltaire further illustrates the same idea iu his well-known noveh 
" Candide." 

On August 17, 175G, Rousseau replied to Voltaire justifying 
optimism. His letter is a little vague and declamatory; but it con¬ 
tains an excellent maxim and a touching passage which I will quote. 
The maxim is borrowed from Cato, and is as follows: Nec me 
vixisse posnitetf quoniam iia vixi nt fnistra pie natum non exislem — I 
do not regret to have lived, because I have so lived as to be per¬ 
suaded that my life has not been in vain.^^ The passage is as 
follows:— 

^^Rassassio de gloiro ut dt'sabuso des vaines grandeurs, vous vivez libre 
au sein de Tabondance; bien sfir do votre immortfiliti', vous philosophez' 
paisibloment sur la nature do Tame et si le corps ou le coeiir soulTre. Vous 
avez Trouchin pour mcdecin etpour ami. Vous nc tronvez pourtant que mal 
sur la terro. Rt nioi, hommo obscur, pauvro ct tourmentc d^un mal sans 
remWe, je mcidite avec plaisir dans ma retraite ct trouvo que tout est bien. 
D’ou viennent ccs contradictions apparentes? Vous favez vous-mcme 
expliqu<i: vous jouisscz, nmi, j’espere et I'espcrancc cmbcllit tout.'* 

In order firmly to become convinced that Shakespeare intended 
to paint in Hamlet a man in despair about the iniquities of the 
world, and not merely a son avenging the death of his father,-one 
need but study in ancient drama a precisely similar subject, but 
where mere vengeance is depicted as it was understood in priTpitive 
ages. Egisthus has killed Agamemnon with the assistance of 
Clytemnestra, whom he has married. They are reigning in Argos, 
happy and powerful, like the King and Gertrude in Denmark, when > 
Orestes is urged by the oracle of Apollo to avenge the death of his 
father. This drama has been treated by the three great tragic writers. 
In iEschylus and Sophocles the thirst for revenge stifles every other 
feeling; in Euripides, pity has a voice also in the heart of the 
avenger. In JEschylus, Orestes, after having slain Egisthus, 
advances towards his mother, and, addressing Fylades, says 

“ Dare I to shrink and spare ? Speak, Fylades. 

Pylad. Where then would fall the heat at Delphi, given yet unfulfilled? 
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Where then thine oath sworn true ? 

'GhooSe thou the hate of all men, not of gO(^. 

Orest. Thou dost prevail; 1 hold thy counsel good. {To Clytmusstra,) 
Follow; 1 will slay thee at his side, 

With him whom in hia life thou loved’st more 
Than Agamemnon. Sleep the sleep of death, 

Be that thy doom, * 

For hate when love, and love where hate was due I ” * 

Clytemnestra implores his clemency, hut he is inflexible, and 
exclaims, as he drives her out before him— 

“ My father's fate ordains this doom for thee.” 

In Sophocles* " Electra ” the vengeance is no less summary, but 
at least we do not sec on the stage a mother slain by her own son, 
in spite of her prayers and supplications. Electra shows forth, with 
even more savage energy than Orestes, that it was the general 
opinion in ancient Greece that to slay the guilty is a sacred duty, 
Electra, like Judith, is the instrument of justice, and this is why the 
Greeks admire her when she is planning her mother*s assassination. 
" Let us perish if needs he,** she says to her sister, hut we will 
avenge our fathei*s death.** As at the present day, in Corsica, or 
«moDg the Albanians, vengeance was considered in the time of 
Sophocles as the most glorious of duties. The words of the choi;u8 
in " Electra ** are— 

Justice straight shall come. 

Thy sovereign seer, by whom I see, 

Crowned with the might of a righteous dccd~- 
Shall come, my child, and make no tarrying; 

So ia my heart grown strong 
Since this fair dream made 
Music in mine ears.” 

Electra is ready to die, when she has assured her vengeance; she 
says to her sister— 

Bethink thee too what honourable report 
For thee and me, consenting thou shalt win, 

Who countryman or stranger seeing us, 

Shall not with such like praises honour us: 

< Behold ye these two sisters, 0 my friends. 

Who wrought deliverance for their lather’s home, 

Who against foea firm-planted in their pride 
Drew swords the foremost, sparing not thoir lives: 

These ye should love, these twain should all revere: 

Yea, in nil feaata and high solemnities 

These women, brave as men, let ail men praise.’ ” 

* * * * 

Thus speaks a daughter worthy of her noble blood,** 

Q 2 
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lu Sophocles, Orestes hesitates no more than in ^sehylus' “ Choe- 
phores." He enters the palace for the purpose of killing his motherj 
and on his passage bows to the tutelary deities who guard the 
entrance. As he smites Clytemnestra, Electra calls out, ''Strike 
harder still.^' Her conduct reminds one of Charlotte Oorday; she 
might also be called " Tange de Tassassinat/^ as says Lamartine. 

In Euripides, as in Hamlet, two feelings struggle for the mastery: 
the thirst for vengeance is fought against by filial affection. One 
feels that a fresh phase of civilization is entered upon. New senti¬ 
ments have sprung into life, dilschylus' Orestes represents man in 
barbarous ages, dominated by one single thought. There is no inward 
conflict whatever; he hurries onto action, unhesitatingly and without 
any deliberation. Professor Lombroso, in his curious work entitled 
" L'Uomo delinquente," explains that criminals by instinct and nature 
act in the same way, and they are wholly different from those who 
may be called “ chance " criminals. The first may be likened to the 
tiger killing its prey, without the smallest spark of pity or remorse, 
whereas the moral and cultivated man is agitated by conflicting feel¬ 
ings. His passions and instincts arc frequently at variance with his 
principles and belief. His heart, in which the brute survives, 
would often lead him to commit acts which his ideas of duty forbid. 
When about to act, he feels himself urged to continue and at the same^ 
time to draw back—there is a struggle. Here, then, the scene changes, 
and the strife is no longer, as at dilschylus^ time, depicted as abroad 
in the world, against tangible obstacles, men or things, but it is trans¬ 
ferred to the hearts and minds of individuals. This difference is 
very clearly perceptible in the Electra ** of Euripides. In ASschylus 
and Sophocles Orestes kills his mother unhesitatingly. In Euripides 
he endeavours to escape from the performance of a duty which 
hoirifles him. He even goes so far as to doubt the word of the oracle 
who commanded him to accomplish the vengeance. Clytemnestra 


appears on her chariot, in all the pomp of royalty, surrounded by her 
Trojan slaves. Electra and Orestes are lying in wait to destroy her:— 


Orest* What shall we do? Our mother shall we kill? 
Elect* On seeing her, hath pity seiz’d thy lieart ? 

Orest. She bore me, bred me. Her how shall I slay ? , 
Elect, As she thy noble father slew and mine. 

Orest, Oh, Pheebus, wild and rash the charge thou gav’st! 
Elect. Who then are sage, if Pheebus be unwise ? 

Orest. The charge to kill my mother : impious deed! 
EUci. What guilt were thine t’ avenge thy father’s death? 
Orest. Now pure, my mother’s murderer I should fly. 
Elect, Will vengeance for thy father be a crime? 

Orest. But I shall suffer for my mother's blood. 

Elect. To whom thy father's vengeance then assign ? 
Orest. Like to the god, perchance, some demon spoke. 
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EUet, Wha^ from the aaored tripod j Vein 

Orest. Ne’er can my reason deem this answer just. 

Elect Sink not, unmann'd, to weak and timorous thoughts. 

Orest. For her, then, shall I spread the fetal net ? 

Elect In whi<^ her husband oaught by thee was slam. 

Onst. The house I enter, Dreadful the intent: 

Dreadful shall be my deeds. If such your will. 

Ye hearenly Powers, so let it be; to me • 

A bitter, yet a pleasing task assign’d." 

In Sttripides, Orestes hesitates an instant, but ends by killing hia 
mother; in Shakespeare, Hamlet, who has also a father^s death to 
revenge, shudders at the idea of parricide, and finishes even by 
forgiving:— 

“ Soft 1 now to my mother. 

Oh I heart, lose not thy nature; let not ever 
The soul of hero enter this firm bosom; 

Let me be cruel, not unnatural; 

I will speak daggers to her, but 
Use none."—Act iii. sc. 2. 

He then reminds her of her crime, with so much violence 
that the guilty woman is overcome at the thought of her sin 
and asks her son^s pardon. At this moment the ghost of the 
murdered monarch appears, not, as Agamemnon in the tragedy of 
^schylus, to urge the son to slay his mother; on the contrary, to 
plead for her; he says to his son, " Oh step befween her and her 
fighting soul” (act iii. sc. 4), Hamlet obeys this injunction and at 
once urges his mother to repent, asks pardon of her for his bitter 
reproaches, and concludes by these words, in which the merciful spirit 
of modern days is admirably reflected:— • 

Once more, good night: 

And when you are desirous to be blessed, 
ril blessing beg of you!"—^Acfc iii. sc. 4. 

*What delicacy is here expressed ! What depth of filial feeling ! 
What confidence in the power of repentance to change the heart! 
What a contrast with the bloodthirsty cry of Blcctra, in Sophocles, 
“Strike yet again, double your blows!” The spirit of heroic 
times was a spirit of violence and vengeance, and the key-note 
of antique drama was terror. The spirit of modern times is *e 
Christian spirit, which is made up of tenderness and - pardon. The 
divine words, “ Father, forgive them, they know not what they do,” 
were not pronounced in vain. The spirit of the Gospel has pene¬ 
trated our civilization even to our theatre, and places our stage far 
above that of antique times, where primitive ferocity and barbarity 
held their sway. 
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Hamlet is essentially misanthropic; he says man delights not me> 
no, nor woman neither;" but how different from the “ Misanthrope " 
depicted by Moliere I The latter is chafed by mere social conven¬ 
tions, by insincere protestations of fnendship, by exaggerations of 
politeness, by false praises, by women^s coquetry, and men's deceit— 
in a word, by the whole routine and method of society; whereas 
Hamlet's'thorough disappointment in all things strikes deeper; he 
sees the bitter realities of human life, and himself feels the toxich of 
treason and crime; he realizes the nothingness of all things, and the 
absence of all justice here below. To the famous question, Is life 
worth living? he replies with the most bitter conviction, No, a 
thousand times, no. After receiving his death-wound he says to 
Horatio:— 

If thou didst ever hold me in thy heart, 

Absent thee from felicity awhile, 

And in this harsh world 
Draw thy breath in pain, 

To toll my story.”—Act v. ac. 2. 

Molicrc’s ** Misanthrope " is a comedy, but Shakespeare is drama 
in its darkest and most distressing form. The harshness and bitter¬ 
ness of human destiny have never been more eloquently depicted. 

As a rule, tragedies merely represent the passions of the human heart,- 
such as love, ambition, revenge, or, at most, some elevated senti¬ 
ment, such as love of country or of liberty, as in William Tell and 
in Brutus. In “I'aust," Goethe attempted a philosophical drama, but 
he imperfectly combined the philosophy with the tragic action of the 
play. The abstract and metaphysical part is faintly outlined, and 
does not touch rf)ur feelings. Marguerite, her love, her misfortune, 
and remorse, alone move us. Goethe simply added an academical 
thesis to the human drama, but the former docs not sufficiently pene¬ 
trate his work to produce the desired effect. In “ Hamlet,” on the con¬ 
trary, the hard problem of the justice, or rather of the injustice which 
universally prevails, and the prosperity of evil-doers, is the key to the 
whole play. This question occupies entirely the heart, thought^, and 
imagination of the hero; it rules all his conduct, and inspires words 
and reflections which illuminate it to its depths. We understand 
that the very soul of Shakespeare was in his subject, which must have 
profoundly moved and afflicted him. Like Brutus, in despair about 
the cause of liberty and the republic, addressing the phantom which 
appeared to him on the eve of the battle of Philippi, he also must 
have asked " What is justice ? " 

But let us sum up our preceding conclusions.. The sight of this 
world, where the wicked triumph and the just suffer and perish, is a 
distfessing enigma. The evolutionist argues that this is the price of 
progress, that if the wicked are the more robust, it is right that th^ 
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-should get the upper hand, for^ in per^tuating the race by natural 
selection^ their progenitnre would steadily increase in strength at 
each succeeding generation, and thus these apparent iniquities 
would be justified, as Spencer says, by the imposing spectacle of 
the universal and general transformation and perfecting of the 
human race; hitherto, however, this theory, which wopld culmi¬ 
nate in the worship of might has not found acceptance in 
men^s consciences. On the contrary, it has been most strenu¬ 
ously opposed. Conscience, indeed, protests strongly against'such 
injustice becoming general; at times it consoles itself, as in the 
Christian's case, with the hope of a better world; at times, it is 
sunk in despair, as with the pessimist; or again, like the millcnnarian 
of old or the nihilist of to-day, it curses all things and sighs for 
the destruction of a social order, which is irremediably delivered over 
to all that is evil. This ceaseless and varied protest against injustice 
forms the grandest side of humanity. It is the root of every reform 
operated, and of all progress accomplished. Without this the nations 
of the world would still be ground down beneath the yoke of the 
accomplished fact; they would be without an ideal. Men would 
have ceased to comprehend one of the finest of antique dicta, 
Victriso causa Dm placuit, sed victa Catonij and would incessantly 
repeat, as every logical Positivist cannot fail to do," might is right." 

Job is indignant at the sight of the triumph of sin, and his eloquent 
voice is raised in protestation against even God himself, but^ in accord¬ 
ance with the primitive ideas of ancient Israel, he, the just man, is 
ultimately reinstated and rewarded here below. Hamlet's despair is 
more absolute and hopeless than Job’s; it makes his mind wander, 
tempts him even to suicide, completely shatters his will, and, reJuced 
to this condition, he forgets his ideas of vengeance. He bewails the loss 
of justice rather than of his father. He completely abandons himself 
to a pessimism darker than Schopenhauer's, for he does not resign him¬ 
self to evil as to a natural and necessary law. Crime so appals and. 
horrifies him, that he would fain take refuge from it in death, if he 
only felt sure that it would be the " cud of this long calamity called 
life," utter destruction and oblivion. This, I think, constitutes the 
profound morality of Shakespeare's drama. What can be more 
.strengthening and edifying than to oppose ^nd cry down injustice ? 
What more demoralizing than tacitly to accept it ? When certain 
laws which are only suitable to natural science are borrowed from 
biology and applied to social relations, men's moral senses must 
inevitably become deadened, and the thirst for perfection be destroyed. 
Generations educated in this school would never eflfect such revolu¬ 
tions as those of the sixteenth century, or of 1789. They, would be 
perfectly ready to submit to every tyranny, considering it ‘as a 
•decree of Nature 1 


Euile be Laveleye. 



WHAT CAN HISTORY TEACH USr 


G RIMSTON. Proof-sheets agaiu^ I see. “ Chapters in European 
History.” Of making many books there is no end. And, I 
suppose, as long as the public will buy, authors will write. But, of 
all subjects that clan occupy the miud of man, this of human history 
seems to me to be one of the vainest. You remember Goethe's say¬ 
ing ; “ The history of the world in the eyes of the thinker is nothing 
but a tissue of absurdities, a mass of madness and wickedness, nothing 
can be made of it.” 

Luxmooke. I yield to no one in admiration of Goethe*s greatness. 
But it had its limits. His judgments are sometimes narrow, as this 
seems to me to be. His methodic spirit was not at home in history. 
I recognize the madness and the wickedness in the annals of the 
world as fully as any one can. But I certainly think that some 
further facts may be drawn from them. Here comes our friend 
Temperley. 1 wonder what he would have to say about it? 

Temferley. About what ? You know 1 am one of Shakespeare's 
" dumb wise men.” ^ 

Grimston. Seul le silence est grand. But your Grandeur must know 
that Luxmoorc has written a book of history, and 1 am telling him, 
upon the authority of Goethe, that it is but lost labour. 

Lxjxmoorg. The truth is, our too candid friend aiM 1 are both 
blessed—cursed, he would say—with the taste for great questions. 
And what a great question is that of the moral significance of 
history. 

Temperley. Well, I should like to hear very much what you and 
Grimston have to say about it. I am an excellent listener, as you 
know; and, having no opinions in particular of my own on the subject, 
I can promise benevolent neutrality to both of you. You meet oui 
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the common ground that history discloses a vast number of facts 
about the past career of humanity. The point at issue isj I sup¬ 
pose, Can we learn anything from those facts regarding the great 
enigma of human existence ? or can they even yield us any practical 
lessons for the guidance of life ? 

G-bimston. Yes; we meet on the common ground of facts—J;he dibris 
of the past. But remember, that those facts are confined to a very 
limited period of the existence of our race, that they are most frag¬ 
mentary and imperfect, and that no man living, however encyclopsedic 
his knowledge, can be acquainted with more than a few of them. 
Not very promising materials for a philosophy of history ! 

Luxmoorb. True, the historic period of humanity goes back but a 
little way, and, of course, much of the record of human action during 
that time is lost. But much remains. A vast number of details 
are enwrapped in hopeless obscurity. They would not add much to 
our real information if we knew them. The general facts stand out 
with sufficient clearness in the life of the race—a vast series, throwing 
abundant light upon man and his environment and development. 
Surely this is unquestionable. 

Gbimston. Three or four thousand years! Make it five thousand, 
as you certainly may. But what is this but a mere fragment of the 
ages during which our race has existed and has had a history? 
However, I will be generous, and will let you throw in the prehis¬ 
toric period too. I am far from undervaluing the marvellous display 
of scientific induction «by which our knowledge of the past has 
been extended beyond any historical monuments. Indeed, 1 confess 
that this unconscious history seems to me to be of much more 
value than what 1 read in the professed historians whose narrative, 
I strongly suspect, is mainly what Napoleon called it, “a ffible 
agreed upon.^^ Myths are truer than literature; language does not 
lie. Comparative mythology reveals to us the condition of our race 
in remote ages, when no historian existed or could exist; compara¬ 
tive philology discloses to us archaic facts, which are, even now, the 
most important factors in our every-day life : the filiation Of races, 
nascent religions, aboriginal laws, the fundamental constitution of 
human speech, when, as our friend Sayce suggests, vocal signs super¬ 
seded pictorial as vehicles of man's thought. But our geologists go 
back further, and show us the River Drift and Cave men of their 
Tertiary period and the strange forms of earlier animate existence in 
the two periods which preceded it: while our astronomers and 
chemists, lifting the veil of ages higher still, reveal epochs well 
ascertained, though incalculable, before the earth could have become 
the seat of life. Think of the planetary period, the solar period, the 
molecular period, nay, the atomic period, containing the promise and 
potentiality of all that was to come after. Remember what you no 
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more doubt than I do—that tbe whole solar system is but a point in 
the vast order of the universe. And then consider what man really 
is, what the importance of the individual or the race can possibly be 
in the sum of things. A mere parasite of the earthy crawling on 
this planet for some brief hour of its brief existence—while the earth 
again is .a mere satellite of a star, one of the countless myriads of 
the like conglomerations of nebulous atoms peopling space—man is 
a very nothing: bis supposed royalty is the emptiest of illusions. We 
are such stuff as dreams are made of; and yet you talk of a science, 
or philosophy of human action, and seek in that, I suppose, the key 
to the great enigma. “ Oh, Madness I Pride, Impiety!" 

Temperlby. You might quote the “ Essay on Man ” too: 

• 

All are but parts of one stupendous whole, 

Whose body natnre is, aucl God tlic soul 

but probably you won’t answer our friend so. 

Lvxmoorb. No. I would rather follow Grimston just now to the 
limits of our knowledge. Time is no more. Space ceases. If you 
like to put it so, Kant^s antinomies warn us. Thus far shalt thou 
go, and no further. We are brought face to face with the Infinite. 
And in the presence of the Infinite, small and great, past and present, 
are words quite devoid of meaning. Can we shut up the Absolute 
within the region of the Kclativc ? bound It by the Forms and 
Categories and what they reveal? The philosophy of history, like 
all philosophy, brings us at length to tlie noumcnal. Follow it far 
enough, and the science of history, if there be such science, leads to 
that which transcends phenomena. The nothingness of man! Most 
true. • 

“ We feel that wo arc nothin];: for all is Thou and in Thee. 

Wu feel that wc arc something : that also has como from Thee.” 

Temfekley. Well,donH let us become dithyramhic and lose ourselves 
in ** Infinite Idealities, Immeasurable Realities.^' Let us avoid Cloud 
Cuckoo Town, and keep on terra firma, Grimston’s point, I tahp it, is, 
that in the face of what we now know of the great world order, we 
must all admit that as the earth is not the centre of the Universe, 
so it is not the special scene or stage on which the drama of divine 
justice is played before the assembled angels of heaven. I am 
repeating the words of some one else, I think, but I don’t remember 
who, nor docs it matter. I think we must agree with Grimston that the 
view of our race, and of its importance in the sum of things, taken 
by those who saw in the sun only a great light to rule the day, in 
the stars merely blessed candles of the night,’' is not possible 
to us. 

LvxsfDOBE. We must speak cautiously, and according to our know¬ 
ledge and that is confined to our planet. Of the modes and 
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vicissitudes of existence in other worlds we know nothing whatever. 
And so we have no means of comparison: no data frcnn which to 
cqnstruct a theory of the Universe. What is my soul in the 
measureless creation ktI<th —masked the wis^ man 

two thousand years ago. And we can only echo the What ? Still the 
highest fact in the order of existence of which we have knowledge- 
after the Absolute and Eternal—is Man. And, as Temperley suggests, 
we shall do well to confine ourselves strictly to our proper themc^ 
which is whether what we know of man^s past career can teach us 
any moral lesson, and, if so, what. 

Grimston. You glide skilfully away from thin ice, my dear Lux- 
moore. But you are right. What can history teach us ? is our sub¬ 
ject. Well, let us suppose that you have collected your facts, religious, 
commercial, physiological, industrial, literary, artistic, political, and 
military, and have operated upon them according to the most 
approved modern methods: analyzing and classifying tliem, exhibiting 
their relations and interdependence, seizing the general ideas which 
underlie them, and deducing the laws which complete and prove them : 
let us suppose you have accomplished this laborious task with that 
passion for exactness, patience in research, judicial appreciation of 
authorities, with whicl* I willingly credit you: then comes the 
question, what philosophy is to be the outcome of it ? Shall wc say 
with Taine, that iu the vast battle-field of human existence, with all 
its confusion and tumult, everything obeys the command of Necessity, 
and moves towards an inevitable end? or with Littrd, that history is 
a natural phAomcnon explicable by the theory of physiological deter¬ 
minism ? or with Bunsen, that it is mainly the growth of the religious 
conscience of mankind ? or with Ilcgel, that it is the development of 
spirit—the essence of which is freedom—in an unbroken continuity 
of cause and effect,'and that all its phenomena arc reasonable and 
intelligible ? or with Schiller, that it is a long contest between self-will 
and the universal will? or with Buckle, that the great motive force in it 
is intellect manifested in physical science ? or with Renan, that time 
and a tendency to progress explain everytliiug ? Shall we adopt 
■ Comte's law of the three states ? or subscribe to the nine proposi¬ 
tions in which Kant sets forth his cosmopolitical idea ? Shall we 
agree with Schelling, that history is the evolution of the Absolute, a 
gradual self-manifestation of God? or shall we go back to ,St, 
Augustine and his two cities, or to Bossuet's variation on the same 
theme ? or adopt Schlegel's later attempt to solve the enigma by the 
creed of Catholicism ? I might continue my catalogue of philoso¬ 
phies of history almost indefinitely. But our dumb wise man yonder 
will perhaps prefer “ not to dip a listener.” Don't you think, how¬ 
ever, when we consider the conflict of authority between historical 
philosophers, that history had better ]etphilosophy»alone,^nd confine ' 
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itself to narrative, as Thiers did ? " L’histoire o'est le portrait/' was 
a dictum of his, I remember, 

Luxmqore. Well, but even Thiers had his philosophy of histoij, 
such as it was: a philosophy of materialistic fatalism which may 
be formulated in his hero’s famous phrase, that God is on the side of 
the heaviest battalions. Indeed, every historian above the rank of a 
chronicler or annalist must be more or less of a philosopher. Man is 
so made that he seeks himself everywhere: in the story of the past, 
as in the physical world. 


Borne dans sa nature, infini dans ses vcenz 
Imparfait ou ddchu, I’bomme est le grand mysUre.” 


For the rest, I think there is much to be learned from all the 
writers on the philosophy of history whom you have mentioned, 
and from many more whom you spared us. Perhaps Buckle is the 
least instructive of them, belonging as he did to the straitest sect of 
Determinism. . Besides, with all his energy and perseverance, he was 
unfortunately quite unable to distinguish a good book from a bad 
one. 

Temferley. Well, but what we want to know is your own view of 
the philosophy of history. The question asked long ago by the 
Latin poet goes to the heart of the matter: 


“ Cnraront Sui)eri terras, an uullus inesset 
Hector, et incerto iluercnt niortalia casu." 


Do you hold that history is, in any sense, a revelation ? Can we 
find in it God ? Providence ? a divine Government of the World ? 

Luxmoohe. Yes, and No. Here too it is true that the^eye sees what 
it brings with it to see. Ecligious faith is spoken of by theologians 
as an illumination—a spiritual sight. History is a looking-glass. 
The man whose eyes have been opened will assuredly see God there, 
for he secs Him everywhere. And as assuredly the man whose eyes 
are holden will not see Him there, for he sees Him nowhere. Quid 
cceco cum specula 1 

Gbimston. That seems like a variation on the old tune, ''Sapi- 
entes qui sentiunt mccum.” ' ^ 

Luxmoors. 1 know it must sound so. And, in a sense, you are right. . 
Cardinal Newman has said, " It is a great question whether Atheism 
is not as philosophically consistent, with the phenomena of the 
physical world taken by themselves—that is, apart from psychological 
phenomena, apart from moral considerations, apart from the moral 
principles by which they must be interpreted, apart from that idea 
of God which wakes up in the mind under the stimulus of intellectual 
training—as the doctrine of a creative and governing Power.” And 
whether this be so or not as regards the material world, it certainly 
seems to me to hold good as to human history. 

Gbimston. Newman has always appeared to me one of those men 
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vhoae doubts are a good deid better thau tbeir certainties. There is 
a saying of Renan's^ which 1 dare say you remember^ about the Qreat 
Uacouscions Artist who seems to preside over the apparent caprices 
of history. Well, I account that—I am speaking in sober sadness— 
to be a most religious and reverent saying. When we consider what 
the annals of the world really are, the sadness, the hopelessness, the 
aimlessness, the desolation, written upon every page of them—say 
that the conception of an Unconscious First Cause is most reverent 
and religious, ^ the best excuse for such a creation is that the 
Creator did not know what fte was doing. 

Luxmoore. I do not deny that you may read von Hartmann's 
Unconscious or Schopenhauer's Will into history. I do not deny that 
the facts lend themselves to many interpretations. Change the 
%hte and you change the landscape. Thd question is, I suppose, 
whether it is possible to view the facts in Bacon's lumen sicewn, 
and to let them speak for themselves. I do not pisetend to be able 
to deduce from history, to your satisfaction, the doctrine of an Ali 
Holy, All Wise, and All Loving Father of all. I admit that the 
phenomena, taken by themselves^ if they point to any Deity at all, 
indicate rather Siva, the Destroyer, than Vishnu, the Freservtef.' ^ But 
if you look at the macrocosm without in the light shed by the mi^- 
cosm within, if you call to your aid what, as I judge, is the most 
certain of all our knowledge, I mean those primary ethical trutha 
which rest upon the intuitions of the practical rea*y$ii, I think that ' 
history does witness for the Living and True Cod, and that it is a 
Preacher of great moral verities, 

Temperley. You admit, at all events, if I apprehend you rightly, 
that the old ecclesiastical way of writing history* is no longer 
possible: that St. Augustine's historical philosophy or Bossuet's is 
out of date. And indeed I suppose that no man outside a Catholic 
Seminary would now maintain that the Church is a sufficient answer 
to the enigma of the World. 

Lvxmoore. St. Augustine and Bossuct arc right, in my judgment, 
as to their fundamental thought. Their synthesis js imperfect. How 
could it help being so ? It is impossible to read the “ City of God" 
or the “ Discourse on Universal History ” without falling under the 
spell of those mighty masters. The majestic march of their narra¬ 
tive, their pictorial phrases, the wealth of meaning which they often 
concentrate into a single word, the loftiness of their ethical tone, 
and that indescribable something of the prophet which we find in 
them—especially in St. Augustine—take us captive. But if we weigh 
the matter coldly and critically, we must allow that their vision was 
limited: that' the pictures which they, have drawn, however finely 
conceived, are wanting in historical perspective: that their philo¬ 
sophy to a large extent—Bossuet's almost entirely—depends upon 
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an arbitrary arrangement of a narrowly restricted collection of facts 
fittii^ in with their theories. The beauty and sublimity of ancient 
Hellas, the majesty and wisdom of the great Roman Common¬ 
wealth, made'no adequate impression upon them. Of the vast 
civilizations of Asia, which carried commerce, 'physics, philosophy, 
theosopli^, so far, while Ruropc lay still in its primeval forests, they 
had no knowledge. And of those conquests of the modem mind 
over the physicad world which have so altered our ways of thought 
and action they did not even dream. 

Grimston. Yes : they would have found it difUcult to dovetail Bud¬ 
dhism or the Newtonian astronomy into their scheme of things : while 
as to Darwin’s discoveries—but I spare you. I admit with you that 
their great literary gifts impose on one, But their dominant idea— 
is it not that until the age of Augustus the whole world was give# 
over to decadence and corruption, with the doubtful exception of a 
small Semitic tribe—well described by Buckle as "an obstinate 
and ignorant race, which owed to other peoples any scanty know¬ 
ledge they ever attained ” ? 

Luxmoore. No. I do not find that their dominant thought. It 
seems to me that the great, the most true, idea which informs their 
pages is the idea of Evolution, which I take to be the irrefutable lesson 
of human history, and the real basis of historical philosophy. 

Temperlev. This is interesting. If you are not playing with the 
word—which I do not suppose—and can establish your position, you 
will be binding old and new together, to some purpose. 

Luxmoore. It is clear to me that in the moral as in the physical 
world, Evolution, Progress, Development, is the universal law. Every¬ 
where there is expansion and concentration: advance from the homoge¬ 
neous to the heterogeneous, from the less to the more determined, by a 
gradual explication of latent force; while, on the other hand, there is 
a process' of differentiation from simplicity to complexity, as the 
multiplicity of parts becomes co-ordinated and subordinated, in order 
to the preservation and expansion of the whole. 

Temferlet. Well, I suppose that one of the most definitive Son- 
quests of the modern mind is the establishment of the unity of all 
natural forces and operations. Does any thinker of account now 
doubt the identity of universal being ? All the sciences are drawing 
together, and everywhere there is solidarity and development. Laws 
apparently the most diverse are but variations on this eternal theme. 

I think there can be no doubt—Luxmoore, I feel sure, won’t doubt it 
—that social and moral problems, I may say religious problems too, 
assume quite a new aspect in the light cast upon them by the phy¬ 
sical sciences. 

Luxmoore. No, I do not question it. Solidarity or the vital unity of 
things, their necessary subjection to one law and consequent adapta- 
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tion each to each, is undeniable, if we would not stultify science. 
The spectroscope shows it as regards matter: the microscope as 
regards bodily organisms: the recurrences, averages, seeming fatali- 
ties of history as regards man—the spirit robed in flesh. If all 
things are ex uno, there must be solidarity. And it is an article of 
the universal creed that all things arc ex uno. Are they also in 
unum ? tending towards a centre, which is at* the same time an 
apex, drawing them not only onwards, but also upwards ? Surely 
they are, and there is the law of evolution, the existence of which, as 
it seems to me, no one capable of forming a sane opinion on 
the matter can now question. The controversy begins when wc a3k 
whether that law is subordinate, or supreme. Let us pass it by, for 
the time at all events. It would take us too far. I hold that all our 
knowledge radiates from one centre, and that it all points to one 
truth. Leibnitz says that a single monad, an imperceptible atom, 
is a mirror of the universal order. Much more so is man, the sum of 
so many and so diverse monads. In him all the powers of nature 
meet. The infinitely complex phenomena which unite in him are all' 
reducible to one law. And by a necessity of our nature we seek that 
law, in history as in physics. 

Grimston. I like this. But explain further, please. Although, 
indeed, I am afraid that it will be as Talleyrand said: Si nous 
nous expliquons, nous ccsscrons de nous entendre.^' 

Luxmoore. To come, then, to our proper theme. If wc take the 
whole career of man on this planet, so far as wc know it, and the 
human race as a whole, surely the fact is beyond dispute that, 
materially, socially, ethically, there lias been vast progress. Of the 
subjugation of the external world I need hardly speak. From the 
day that the first skin was made into a garment, the firs*t flint shaped 
rudely into an arrow-head, the first crooked stick used to scratch the 
ground, to this age of broadcloth, breech-loaders, and steam ploughs, 
the victory of mind over matter has gone on progressing : for on that 
day the law of natural selection was vanquished: man burst the 
bonds in which nature is bound, and asserted his freedom. Again, 
look at the social order. The unit of archaic society is the family. 
The individual does not exist. Gradually he is evolved with his 
attributes of personal liberty and private property, and we can trace 
the steps of 'the progress from the cumbrous legal fictions by which 
the Jilius familias acquired his freedom, and the right of testament^' 
disposition was established, down to the latest effort of contemporary 
jurisprudence for the emancipation of women. And so in ethics, the 
notion of obligation— to which is the root of the moral idea, 

no doubt exists in our nature. It is'a form of the miud: an attribute 
of human personality, conscious of self and non-self. Justice,” 
said the ancient jurists, is the constant and perpetual will to 
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render to each his due—'^constans et perpetua Toluntas suuin 
cuique tribuendi." The whole history of ethics is the history of the 
development of that idea. Even in our poor relations, the lower 
animals, respect for one another’s rights is the best test of thehr 
progress. 

Tjsmpekley, I don^t know why you should say ''even." Surely 
ethical phenomena, like physical and intellectual, may be generalized. 
The difference is vast between the various scales of being: but it is a 
difference of degree, not of kind. There is really only one animal i 
But, don’t let me break in upon your argument. 

Luxhoobe. Well, it will be better perhaps that I should not venture 
upon an excursion into the subject to which your words point, 
though the temptation is strong. I was saying that the moral 
progress of mankind, viewed as a whole, seems to me a palpable fact. 
It may be said that the great principles of ethics were as well known 
in the days of Moses, of Gotama, of Socrates, as in the days of Kant: 
that no real development of them is possible. But 1 say No: ethical 
ideas, like all others, have grown in the human mind. Think of the 
views held by Cato—that fine type of Homan excellence—regarding 
slavery. And then compare them with those of Wilbcrforce. Is 
there no growth there ? I cite the first instance that oceurs to me. 
1 might give a hundred others. But I go on to say that side by 
side with this unquestionable fact of moral progress there is another 
to me no less unquestionable. The religious idea is the indispensable 
guardian of the ethical, and the only source of its authority. 

Temfeiiley. Surely that is a strong statement. 

Grimston. And surely an untenable one. Were the antique cults 
—for examplq, the worship of Aphrodite and Priapus—guardians of 
any ethical idea ? Mr. Swinburne, I remember, finds id. the feet 
that they were not a reason for judging them superior to the "creeds 
that refuse and restrain ” in the modern world. 

Luxmoore. You mistake me. 1 am by no means asserting that 
particular cults arc essential to morality. I distinguish between 
religion and religions. I know well that there are ages of thp ^orld 
in which religion must be sought by the wise outside the popular 
worship: in which the devout soul may say, with Schiller : 

*'Welcho Religion ich bekenne ? Keine von alien 
Die Du mir nennat. Und warum keiae ? aua Religion.’* 

Silt my contention is, that morality, in its highest and truest sense, 
is not merely a correct ethical taste, nor even a passion for right, 
aor an enthusiasm of humanity: still less a calculation of self- 
interest. A sanction is essential^to it. The idet^ of obligation under¬ 
lies it. Experience amply verifies the dictum of Kant: " Without a 
God and without a world invisible to us now but hoped for, the 
glorious ideas of morality are, indeed, objects of admiration, but 
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cannot be the springs of purpose and action." It seems to me to be 
clear &om history that the moral idea has evef been most closely con* 
nected with the religious idea, which has vivified it and *made it 
operative; more, that the two have been evolved together. The names 
which mark epochs for us in the history of religions are those of 
men to whom the great families of the human race have owed ethical 
conceptions at once enlarged and more imperative. Confucius, 
Ootama, Socrates, Mohammed, are all apostles of the moral law; and 
all .insist upon its supersensible foundations. While to come tp a 
greater name still, if we consider the work of Christianity in the^ 
sphere of ethics, what is it, in its essence, but this : that it-has pro¬ 
claimed the indefeasible supremacy of conscience as the voice of God 
within ? that it has indoctrinated the mind of the races of mankind 
that have received it with a belief that the highest good is to follow 
the monitions of this internal guide ? the supremo loss to disobey them ? 

Temferley. 1 am quite with you, as I suppose ninety^nine sensible 
men out of a hundred would be, in admitting the fact of progress. . 
And I am much pleased, i{ you will let me say so, with your tolerant 
tone about non-Christian religions. It reminds me of a remark naade 
to me the other day by an excellent French Catholic—somewhat to 
my surprise; “ Notre religion," the good man said, “ eat sans doute 
la seulc bonne: mais nous avons fait taut de mal par son moyen que 
quand nous parlons des autres, il faut 6tre modestes." I could wish, 
indeed, that you had dwelt a little more upon the progress which has 
been made in the religious sphere. For example, consider the idea 
of Deity. Take the conception of God now generally prevalent in 
this country. It is perhaps true, as we have been lately told, that it 
leaves much to be desired: that it represents the Infinity and Eternal 
as the head of the clerical interest: as a sort of clergyman: a sort 
of schoolmaster : a sort of philanthropist." Well, but that is a great 
advance upon the fetish of savage tribes or upon the Hebrew Jehovah, 
before whom Samuel hewed Agag in pieces, or upon the Deity 
honoured by the fiery rites of the Inquisition. I was reading the 
other day, in an old ecclesiastical history, how at the sack of Toulouse, 
during the crusade,against the Albigenses, most of ihe inhabitants of 
the city having been put to the sword, a few hundreds were preserved 
from the common fate,in order that they might be burned alive tosatisfy 
the piety of the pilgrims, who beheld the spectacle with immei^^q 
delight —cum ingenti gaudio —the devout chronicler says. I take'ft 
that the religious instinct has now been educated to such a point 
throughout the civilized world as to make a return to such peculiar 
expressions of piety impossible. Even in Spain, the stronghold of san¬ 
guinary superstitions, there has not been an auto da fi for a century. 

Gbihston. And to whom do we owe this curbing of fanaticism ? 
To Voltaire more than to any one else. 

VOL. XLTIII. B 
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Luxmoore. “ Messieurs^ vous sortez de la question/' 1 am not 
going to defend the Inquisition, or the civil legislation whic}i gave 
such terrible effect to its judgments. A formal apology for .both, 
logically sufficient, would be easy. But I prefer to say frankly, that 
I believe a return to the stake as the guardian of religious uni¬ 
formity impossible: and one reason why it is impossible is because 
we have advanced to a juster conception, in this respect, of the 
spirit of Christ than was possessed by our fathers. Voltaire, again, 
profoundly irreligious and inhuman as he was—I say inhaman, 
bccadse of his tone about the common people—I quite allow to have 
"been, in some respects, a minister of true progress. He exploded 
some lies; gave the death-blow to some cruelties : and opened fields of 
thought—as in history—which sounder thinkers have since fruitfully 
cultivated. And now, after this digression, shall wc go back to our 
proper theme ? 

OttiMSTON. You trump our best cards. But to proceed. History, 
you contend, reveals a clear advance of our race in physical science, 
in social organization, in ethical and religious conceptions. But has 
this advance added to the greatest happiness of the greatest number ? 
Happiness, you will object, is a vague word. Take it how you will. 
Say, if you like, Virtue alone is happiness below.” Do you think 
that there is more virtue in the world now than there was a 
century, ten centuries, two thousand centuries ago ? I much doubt 
it. I incline to think the sum total of virtue and vice always pretty 
much the same. Or take happiness in tlic Benthamite sense of 
plenty of pig's wash. There is more pig's wash in the world, you 
say: much of it very savoury, and the average quality of the whole 
better. But ^what advantageth it to the rank and file of the herd ? 
Progress ? Yes: and, as Mr, Oeorge has been reminding us, Poverty. 
Think of the antinomies of civilization and industry. Consider the 
condition of the great majority of the populations of our large 
cities, aggravated, as it is, by the spectacle of senseless profusion 
daily fiaunted in their faces. It has been said, and with simple 
truth, that our present state of society is in many respects^' ine of 
the most horrible the world has ever known; bqundless luxury and 
self-indulgence at one end of the scale : and at the other a condition 
of life as cruel as that of a Roman slave, ajpid more degraded than 
that of a South Sea Islander. Contemporary history, like past 
history, if we take any but the most superficial view of it, is 
essentially tragedy—as individual life is. Schopenhauer asks with 
great force, " Whence did Dante take the materials for his ^Inferno ' 
but from this actual world of ours ? And yet he made a very 
proper hell of it.” Optimism, when not mere thoughtless babble, 
is a wicked way of thinking: for it is a hitler mockery of the 
unspeakable suffering of humanity. 
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Temfdrlet. Ohe jam satis! my dear Grimston. Don'f give us any 
more Schopenhauer, please. The dark side of life, individual and 
collective, is only too evident. Who can doubt that there is a rift in the 
constitution, of things? There is a terrible passage in De Maistre where 
he speaks of the earth as an immense altar, ever crying for the blood 
of man and beast. It is a probable hypothesis enough that.history 
should be viewed as a vast expiation of some aboriginal fault. 
Plausible too is that other theory that Siva and Vishnu are merely 
different energies of the same power. 

Luxmoore. If any fact is unquestionable it is this of the abounding 
misery in the world. The creature is subject to vanity: is in the 
bondage of corruption. The whole creation groancth and travaileth 
in pain together. Evcrywliere, in evory age there is evil: within and 
without. The waste and ruin iu history have their counterpart in 
the physical world and in the heart of man. The phenomenal is a 
vast outrage on the ideal. But in spite of immense drawbacks I 
think that the progress of our race, on the whole, is unquestionable: 
that the gradual evolution of humanity is a patent fact. Well, then, 
has this fact any meaning ? Is there a normal working of things in 
the moral world asiu the physical? Surely there is. I agree with 
Mr. Spencer—and it is always a pleasure to me to find myself in 
aecord with so clear a thinker—“ that good and bad results cannot be 
accidental, but must be the necessary consequences of the constitution 
of things,'' and that it is the business of moral science to deduce 
from the laws of life and the conditions of existence what kinds of 
actions tend to produce happiness, and what kinds to produce unhappi¬ 
ness.'^ It seems to me that history teaches a moral lesson of the 
most tremendous kind: and that here its teaching is id unison with 
the teaching of the physical world. 

Temperley. And so wc get back to St, Augustine and his “two 
cities," I suppose. 

Luxmoore. Weget back to’the great thought which dominated the 
mind of St. Augustine, and which the whole advance of the human 
intellect from his day to our own has brought into clearer relief: the 
thought of the universal reign of law. As Music, Geometry, the 
movement of the stars, the necessary .relations of numbers, speak 
to him of an universal order, and of One who has established it, so 
does the course of human history reveal One " qui profert niunerose 
sseculum," who rules the “ fiilxum sseculorum ordinate turbulentum." 
It seemed to him impossible—he has unfolded the argument with 
singular beauty and skill in a well-known chapter of the “ De 
Civitate"—that while order and design and harmony are impressed 
upon every minutest feature of the physical world, the course of 
human events, the vicissitudes of commonwealths, the rise and fall of 
empires, should have been left to irrational chance or blind fate. 

R 2 
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In the manifold striving and endeavotir, travail and sorrow, of man¬ 
kind, he delighted to sec " toil ciioperant to an end." " Dens ordinem 
ssecTilorum tanquam pulcherrimum carmen ex qnibnsdam quasi anti- 
thetis hoiicstavit," he finely says. And here, let me note in passing, 
he is the mouthpiece of an asp^tion common to the race: the in- 
terpretgr to itself of 

" the prophetic soul 
Of the wide world dreaming on things to come/’ 

What is the magnificent myth of Prometheus, the great founder of 
civilization, who taught the Cave men the use of fire, numbers, and 
writing, nay, astronomy, medicine, navigation, divination, .and who, 
bound to the rock and gnawed by the vulture, predicts the eventual 
fall of tyrannous Zeus and tlie triumph of justice—what is it but 
the embodiment of the thought of progress ? What is- that most 
beautiful eclogue of Virgil—the sweetest strain of the sweetest of 
singers—but a fantasia upon the same theme? The doctrine of 
Zoroaster—whatever may be obscure in it—clearly points to the ulti¬ 
mate triumph of light and truth, when, as we read in the " Zamy&d 
Yast," the victorious Saoshyant and his helpers shall restore the 
world, which will thenceforth never grow old and never die, when 
life and immortality shall come and the Evil Principle shall 
perish. Even in India, dominated as it was by its fatalistic philo- 
sophy, there was the ideal, due, as Rhys Davids thinks, to reminis¬ 
cences of Vcdic thought, of the perfectly wise Man, the Buddha, 
who, when all fiesh has corrupted its way upon earth, appears and 
founds a Kingdom of Righteousness. But Christianity, unfolding a 
divine purpose which runs through the ages and culminates beyond 
time—Christronity, which has been truly called a transcendent theory 
of progress, has cast this ideal into the mould in which it ha» 
most potently affected mankind; liow potently, who can say ? Is 
not the belief in progress at this very time at the root of all that is 
most hopeful in the world ? Catholics and Protestants, Tews and 
Freethinkers, Pantheists and Positivists, Mystics and Materialists— 
all acknowledge the influence of this idea. Even Mr. CobdLi& con¬ 
fessed its sway^ and interpreted it of " a calico millennium." It is 
the source of all that is most excellent in all. If you could destroy 
it—but you cannot, for it is rooted in human nature—you would 
smite the earth with a curse far more terrible and appalling than 
any mankiud has ever known. You ask me what history can 
teach us. Well, here is one lesson. History exhibits this thirst 
for perfection, this gradual moving upwards towards the attainment 
of it, as a chief note of the career of our race. Here, ^ in the rest 
of the universe, there is a never-ceasing process of evolution, a per¬ 
petual becoming. The plant, the animal, the man, the social order 
issuing from man—all display a progressive metamorphosis. In the 



287 


WHAT CAN mSTORY T^ACH VST 

? »■ 

physical world this striving after p^ectiopK^eems to be b^ndj unintel* 
ligent: whether it is really so or .not, I do not undertake to say. 
But in man it is certainly conscious; and the highest form of it is the 
religious sentiment whi(^ is a feeling after the Infinite. Supreme 
truth alone can satisfy the intellect: supreme love alone can fill the 
heart: supreme righteousness alone c'an content the conscience. But 
when we say Supreme Truth, Supreme Love, Suprenae Rightebusness, 
we say GOD. It is under the influence of this transcendent ideal 
that the human soul reaches its amplest development, its highest 
elevation in the scale of being: and Jesus Christ has given us its 
noblest and simplest expression, " Be ye perfect, even as your Father 
in heaven is perfect,” The first great lesson that history teaches us, 
from the collected experiences of our race, is that man lives under the 
law of progress which is the striving after perfection, and of which 
the highest expression is the quest of the All Perfect. " Fecisti nos 
ad Te,” says St. Augustine. And history justifies his saying. 

Grimston. Vod Hartmann, you know, considers this notion of pro¬ 
gress an illusion, and he has formulated its three stages. In the 
• antique world it took the shapd of happiness for the individual in 
the present scene: in the Middle Ages, of a vague beatitude.in an 
imaginary heaven: the modern version of it is, apparently, the 
perfection of the species in an indefinite future. 

Trmferley. I incline to think the ancient conception is still pretty 
largely held. Certainly most of my acquaintances, whatever their 
professions, resemble in their practice that dear old French lady, 

“ qui nour plus de s;iretd 

Fit non paradiB dana ce monde.” * 

But we check our friend’s eloquence. His exposition i^ by no means 
l^one. Pray forgive us, my dear Luxmoorc, and proceed, please. 

Luxuoore. I would say that as St. Augustine has discerned, -however 
dimly and imperfectly, this great fact of progress and the main 
lesson which it teaches, so he has rightly apprehended its condition— 
obedience to law, the innermost essence of things, which, in Hooker’s 
fine phrase, is " the very voice of God.” Man may obey or disobey 
this law—that is his awful and mysterious prerogative. But to 
follow it is the only - condition of advance of freedom, according 
to the old saying, “Summa Deo servitus, summa libertas." It 
is by conformity to the laws of the external world) by virile energy 

_virtue, in a true sense—that the human race has so wonderfully 

■ subdued physical forces, and made them .our servants. It is by 
obedience to the laws of human nature that man has ameliorated his 
social condition. His ethical advance—the most important element 
of his progress—is due to his following the dictates of Eternal 
Righteousness. That civilization is nothing else but the knqw- 
ledge and observance of natur^ laws is the stupidest of lies. Its 
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elements are chiefly moral. Intellect is but its instrument. I know 
well that this truth has been for a season obscured by the school^ 
or rather schools, of writers who set aside virtue, benevolence, love 
of God, of country, and hold out physical science as the sole 
factor of human progress. But it is true all the same : the first of 
truths: and I have no fear but 'that it will be so recognized when the 
brief hour of materialistic tyranny is overpast, for the world cannot 
live without it. I hold with Butler that “the law of virtue, 
written on our hearts, is the law we arc born under," and that in 
obedience to it is the condition of all well-being, as for individuals 
so for nations. Machiavelli was right when he said that the majestic 
fabric of the Roman Commonwealth was built up rather by virtue 
than by arms. He, too, was right who said of the First Napoleon at 
the height of his success—“ It is unjust : it cannot last." What is 
commonly called the force of circumstances is only another name for 
eternal law: for that adamantine chain of moral gravitation which 
we cannot formulate—ay/oa^o^ the Greeks well termed it—but from 
which we can no mure escape than from its counterpart in 
the physical world. As in the Iiistory of the individual, so 
in the history of nations, God is primarily revealed under the 
attribute of Retributive Justice. The first fact about man 
is his concept of duty: Thou Oughtest: it is thy supreme 

good to follow that Categorical Imperative: thy supreme loss to 
disobey it." And this is the first fact, too, about the aggregation 
of men which we call a people. In loyalty to truth, to right, to 

i 'ustice—all summed up in the old phrase of fearing God—is the 
lighcst law of collective human life, and it is fenced round with 
terrible penalties which arc 'the natural sequence of its violation. 
The root of all greatness, national or individual, is a great thought ^ 
or a great action, which is merely a great thought actualized. 
The ideal is the moral life of the world. But the highest of all 
ideas is the Divine. And it is precisely as that idea has lived in 
the minds of peoples that they have been truly great. Piety towards 
the gods was the very root of Roman greatness. No true# iword 
was eversaid than Horace’s, *'Dis te minorem quod geris, imperas:" . 
read FuStel de Coulanges’ chapter “ Le Romain " if you would know 
how true it is. Consider the mediaeval period, rude in physical 
comfort and the mechanic arts, but, how great in individualities, in 
men; think of its monuments which still remain to us: cathedrals, 
such as those of Siena, Amiens, Canterbury; tbe pictures of Giotto, 
Orcagna, Fra Angelico: the song of Dante: the philosophy of 
Aquinas. All that was great in those ages sprang from their faith ; 
from the divine ideal on which they lived. Or look at England or 
the United States in this nineteenth century. In the old Puritan 
beliefs which still maintain their hqjid over the popular mind is the 
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salt which keeps sociefy from dissblutioiL. And then turn your eyes 
on France^ which a century ago solemnly installed* concupiscence— 
aptly typified by the Goddess of Beason—^in the place of conscience, 
and elevated the dumb buszard idol, Man in the abstractj and his 
fictitious rights, in the place of the' living God, and the duties 
binding upon us because Ho is what He is: look at France, I say, 
if you would see an example of the hell which a people prejpare% for 
itself when it makcth and loveth a lie. I know the country weU: 
and every time 1 visit it 1 discern terrible evidence of ever-increasing 
degeneracy. The man seems to be disappearing. There is a return 
to the simious type. The eye speaks of nothing but dull esuriency. 
The whole face is prurient. The voice has lost the virile ring 
and has become shrill, gibberi^, baboon-like. Go into the 
Chamber of Deputies, the chosen and too true representatives of 
the people. The looks, the gestures, the cries, remind you irresis« 
tibly of the monkey-house in Regent's Park. The nation—^for it 
must be judged by its public *acts-^has for a hundred years been 
trying to rid itself of the perception which is the proper attribute of 
man: to cast out the idea of God, which Michelet has well called 
the progressive and conservative principle of civilization : to live on 
a philosophy of animalism : and it is rapidly losing all that is dis¬ 
tinctively human, and is sinking below the level of the animals. 

** Stern and imperions Kemeais, 

Daughter of Justice, moat severo 
Tboa art the world's great arbitress 
' And Queen of causes reigning hero, 

Whose swift-sure hand is ever near.” 

OiiiMSTOX. I confess France seems to me to be going back to a state 
of nature, not as that delirious charlatan Rousseau deemed of it— 
" ce polisson de Jean-Jacques," Voltaire called him: fo/my own part, I 
think it a nice point whether he was more blackguard or madman— 
but as it really existed when meu first crawled forth on the earth, 
mutuM et turpe pecus, and fought tooth and nfdl for acorns and 
sleeping-places, and other things that shall be nameless. You may 
read it all in your favourite Horace, who has anticipated the very 
latest scientific views of human origin. ' But to keep to our theme, 
you say that history reveals God primarily to you as an Avenger wroth 
with ^e work of His own hands. But why have called the human 
ace into existence, with all its errors and crimes, only to punish.it? 

Luxmooee. Not "only.” To reward and to punish. As for your Why, 
it is the idlest of questions. What is clear to me, as it was to 
Schiller, is that the history of the world is the judgment of the 
world. Before nations, as before individuals, are set life and death, 
blessmg and cursing. Their well-being depends upon their choice : 

*‘Our acts our angels are, or good or iU, 

Our fatal shadows that walk by us still.' 

We are thrown back upon free-will. You shake your head; you 
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call it d non ens. To me it is the first of factSj and rests upon the 
strongest of eviddnfec, the testimony of consciousness vhich^ if it tells 
me anything, tells me that. I say that this is to me the first fact of 
individual life; and a nation is primarily an aggregation of indi¬ 
viduals. I do not say that it is merely that. It is an organism, a 
corporate entity, all its parts interdependently bound, and with powers, 
attWbutes, characteristics, of its own. Still Mr. Spencer speaks most 
truly when he tells us that the welfare of a society and the justice of 
its arrangements are, at bottom, dependent upon the character of its 
members. I must agree with him—it is self-evident—that social 
phenomena have tl^eir roots in the phenomena of individual life, and 
those again in general vital phenomena. National spirit is, in the 
last resort, the spirit of the individuals composing the nation. The 
development of mankind is the development of the men who make 
up mankind. The qualities which are distinctive of any people, 
which inform its laws and determine its policy, and are reflected in its 
institutions and are expressed in its manners, are the qualities of the 
persons who compose the people. Here too the last word is personality* 

Grimston. It is a good mouth-filling word. But what do you mean 
by it? 

Luxmoore. Well, I have no pocket definition to offer you. Indeed, 
in strictness, I do not think personality can be defined: by its 
very nature it seems to me to be incapable of expression in pheno¬ 
menal symbols. Personality is the human cthiug in itself: it is in its 
essence transcendental. I can no more define it for you than I can 
define reason or beauty or God. But we may know, feel, and believe 
what we cannot shut up in a formula. Comprehension is one thing ; 
apprehension, another. 

Grimston. But before we rest upon personality we ought to be quite 
sure that it is something more than an empty word. I came upon an 
argument the other day, in a book of Mr. Samuel Butler's, which 
struck me as very ingenious, and which I will present to you, but in 
language more decorous than his, for he uses great plainness of speech. 
It is this: The man of eighty is held to be personally identici^ ^th 
the new-horn infant, out of whom he has been developed. But the 
new-born infant is certainly identical with the infant before birth, 
and this too must be thought identically the same in all stages of its 
embryonic existence, till we arrive at the elementary living cell to 
which science traces the human and every other organism. For omne 
vivum ex ovo. But that bioplasm or protoplasm has itself a history: 
it is not one clement, bnt two,' which are at first severally i^ntical 
with the individual organisms whence they were derived: in other 
words, with the distinct personalities of which their child is the 
offspring. Thus may he claim a personal identity with both his 
parents : nor can it be denied, without violating first principles, that 
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he is, physically and organically, as much a part of them as the apple 
blossom is of the apple tree. If ever he one tMRIi them, it follows 
that he is one with them. In like manner, by an easy chain of 
reasoning, we reach the conclusion that be is personally identical 
with all his ancestors: and finally with the individual bioplastic 
cell in. f^ich the whole race was summed up and lay hidden, and 
out of which all its innumerable representatives have been unfolded. 
All the blossoms are one with and in the apple tree: so are all 
men identified with the one human race, which is nothing but a 
long-lived individual. And those marvellous instances of heredity 
which we see in man, but still more clearly in the lower animals, he 
explains, reasonably enough, as mere manifestations of unconscious 
memory. A duck hatched by the hen makes straight for the water. 
Why ? Because it remembers what it did when it was one indi¬ 
viduality with its parents, and when it was a duckling before. An 
old piece of wolf-skin is set before a little dog who has never seen a 
wolf, and he is thrown into convulsions of fear by the slight smell 
attaching to it. Why ? Because the skin brings up the ideas with 
which it had been associated in the dog’s mind during his previous 
existences; so that on smelling it he remembers all about wolves 
perfectly well. 

Teuperley. I am not acquainted with Mr. Butler’s writings, but his 
doctrine seems to present some analogy to that of Schopenhauer, who 
holds that the begotten and the begetter, though phenomenally different, 
are in themselves—according to the idea—identical; that the true 
person is the species, not the individual. But what does our friend 
Luxmoore say to this ? 

Luxmoore. I incline to say to Mr. Samuel Butler, wjth Sganarelle: 

Jo ne sais que dire car vous tournez les choses d’une maniere qu’il 
me semble que vous avez raison : et cependent il est vrai que vous ne 
I’avez pas.” The ultimate appeal is to consciousness, which testifies 
to the distinction between self and non-self: which declares to me 
that in some wonderful sense I stand alone: weighted with duties, 
fenced round with responsibilities, endowed with choice. Mr. Butler’s 
ingenious theory no doubt has a true side: it points to facts incon¬ 
sistent with what, to use a Buddhist phrase, I may call " the heresy 
of individuality,” the political embodiraeut of which is the Jacobin 
doctrine of the sovereignty of the individual: a-doctrine pungently 
and truly described by M. Renan as applicable''only to a state of 
society in .which men should be born foundlings and die bachelors. 
No: the individual docs not stand alone ; the solidarity o^ races, of 
nations, of families, is a great truth. 

Grimston. But how reconcile it with thpt other doctrine of indi¬ 
vidual responsibility ? 

Loxmoori. Frankly, I do not know: but my inability to reconcile 
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two truths is no reason for my denying cither or both. The proverb 
concerning the land of Isriteli " The fathers have eaten sour grapes 
and the children's teeth are set on edge," was true; and the divine 
word which came by the prophet, " I will judge every one according 
to his ways," is true also. Unquestionably a nation’s wrongdoing is 
visited on the third and fourth generation. What man wjjose moral 
sense is *not hopelessly blunted can doubt the heavy penalty which 
has still to be paid by England for her centuries of tyrannous 
oppression and senseless cruelty in Ireland ? It is with collective 
as witli single human life. The offspring of the just man reaps the 
reward, both in his physical and moral constitution, of his father's 
virtue: forta^ creantur '■ fortibus. Gout, consumption, scrofula, are 
among the penalties wc pay for our ancestors' contempt of the laws of 
right living. Quinct has well remarked that adulterine children 
usually manifest in their lives the fraud and dishonour in which they 
are engendered: Deitcta mvjorum immeritus lues. The parallelism' 
between the individual and the corporate organism which might be 
established in so many other ways holds good in this also, that both 
are under the moral law. Progress, advance towards perfection, is 
the reward of obedience to it: degradation, retrogression in the 
scale of being, the penalty of resistance. 

Temferley. I suppose we must all agree that the question, What is 
the significance of history? depends upon another, What is the 
significance of human life ? 

Luxhoore. Unquestionably. I think that history may be truly 
described as the simultaneous evolution of the individual and of the 
social order in which is the individual's normal place. But I will go 
on still furthei^ if you will let me. I said just now that the root of 
all greatness, national or individual, seemed to me to be a great 
thought or a great action, which is a great thought actualized. But 
of these great thoughts, great men arc the founts. I fully agree 
with Mr. Carlyle—it seems to me the most valuable lesson he 
taught—that “universal history, tlie history of what man has accom¬ 
plished in this world, is, at the bottom, the history of the greif teen 
who have worked here:" that all “ things which we see standing in 
this world are, properly, the outward material result, the practical 
realization and embodiment of thoughts that dwelt in the great 
men sent into the world." 1 go further. I find, as I investigate the 
annals of our race, that from time to time Saints, Sages, and Heroes 
have risen up to place before men ideals ; and that men, drawn by 
the instinct which leads us to recognize something divine in great¬ 
ness, have more or less followed those ideals, and by that following have 
been elevated in the scale of being. Yes: the history of the worid is 
the judgment of the world, as Schiller said. The trial of men lie^, 
for the most part, in the readiness with which they receive, and the 
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loyalty with which they follow^ the ideals set h^bre them: or^ if 1 may 
80 express it^ the Revelations made at sundry times and in divers 
manners by the Prophets of the Most High. That man, by a necessity 
of his nature, strives after perfection, that obedience to law, universal 
and divine, is the condition of perfection, that the great men sent into 
the world from time to time are the preachers of that law—these 
are the three great facts which seem to me to be writ large in 
history. And the third, like the other two, witnesses for God. 
Consider the ordinary human biped as be lives and moves and has his 
being in London, in Bagdad, in Pekin, in Ava. Follow him through 
his twenty-four hours of work or amusement, of eating, digestion, 
and sleep. What is it that makes him something more than matter 
in movement ? The influence of some great idea, some true thought, 
coming to him from Jesus Christ, from Mohammed, from Confucius, 
from Gotama that has mainly formed the spiritual atmosphere 
which he breathes and by which, unconsciously, his moral being lives. 
And this holds good of the freest freethinker as of the most ardent 
believer. M. Renan speaks the simple truth when he says, “ Chacun 
de nous doit it Jesus co qu'il y a de meillcur eu lui.'^ His confession, 
" Au fond je sens que ma vie est gouvernee par nue foi que je n^ai 
plus,^^ is as true of modern civilization as of his individual self. 
What fact is more extraordinary, more miraculous iu the true sense 
of the word, than this: that three short years of one human life, led, 
two thousand years ago, in au obscure comer of Asia, should have 
sent forth an influence which has changed the face of the Western 
world, and which is still as strong as ever—as strong, or stronger ? 
The personality of Jesus Christ, a poor unlettered peasant whose 
dolorous career was cut short by a cruel and infamous death, is at 
this moment the most potent force in the world. 

Temperlev. Yes. Ca donne a penser , 

Grimston. And so we end iu the great-man theory. You have 
parted company with Mr. Herbert Spencer. 

Lvxmoore. Unfortunately, Mr. Spencer subordinates mind to 
matfer, character to environment; hence he is necessarily led to 
the extremest sensationalism. 

Gbiuston. I have taken down his " Study of Sociology.” What 
do you say to this passage ?—“ Before the great man can remake his 
society, his society must make him. So that all those changes of 
which he is the proximate initiator have their chief causes in the 
generations he descends from. If there be anything like a real 
explanation of these changes it must be sought in the conditions out 
of which both he and they have come.” 

. Luxhoore. Mr. Spencer’s doctrine, as I understand it, is, that it was 
not the great men sent into the world who moulded circumstances, 
but circumstances which made and fashioned them: that their 
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thoughts were nothing but the result of structure: their minds a 
mere attribute of tbeir material substance: that to the philosophic 
eye they are nothing but an aggregate of conditions. I do not know 
anything which more forcibly illustrates the truth of Lord Bacon's 
hackneyed dictum: “Oui Deos esse negant, nobilitatem generis 
humani dcstruunt.^' 

Tjsmfekley. Mr. Spencer would not consider that a fatal objection, 
probably. 

Luxmoork. 1 dare say he would deny that it is in logic a sound 
argument. But, in truth, it is an appeal to the final Court of the 
scientific, as of the unscientific, judgment: to consciousness which 
declares that man is something more than an automaton. Let us, 
however, look at Mr. Spencer's view a little more closely. Upon what 
is it really founded ? Docs it not rest upon the abstract and quite 
fallacious assumption, so potent in the minds of men since Rousseau 
gave it such wide currency, that the world is peopled by an infinity 
of units, alike not merely in their nature, which I am far from 
denying, but in their individual share of the gifts of Nature : equal 
in degree, because resembling one another in kind: all in their 
origin equally endowed and starting fair in the race for pre-eminence ? 
Surely this cannot be granted by the latest philosophy any more 
than by the oldest: nay, not so much, for the survival of the fittest 
implies that all do not start equal. Let us keep to the facts. The 
commonest experience of actual life is enough to show us that, given 
the same aggregate of conditions, we cannot be confident, whether 
as regards the individual or society, that the same results will follow. 
The science of sociology has by no means got so far as this. It 
cannot show qs even that twins will be marked by the same 
spiritual characteristics, or will be alike in mind, because subject ‘ to 
“ the same aggregate of conditions ” in their origin. I quite admit 
that the conceptions by which any historical personality becomes 
conscious of the facts of its own times are those in which the 
thought of the age in general finds expression. But it is quite 
another thing to say that in the antecedents and environment of iheh 
a personality we have a complete explanation of it. Is it possible, 
if we weigh the matter well, to refer " the vision and the faculty 
divine" of a great poet to merely external causes ? or to account 
for it by talking of inherited predispositions, when, from the millions 
of past generations^ there arises one Virgil, one Dante, one Goethe ? 
Take, again, that great stream of enthusiasm which, ever and anon, 
we see welling up from a single man, and bearing, irresistibly, 
before it whole generations until its force is spent. Can we bdieve 
that it arose, as from, its fountain-head, from any ** aggregate of 
conditions,” and was logically and mathematically deducible from a 
state of sodety which, instead of continuing, it ended ? 



WHAT CAN HISTORY TEACH US! 


245 


Tkmferlet. I remember a passage of your friend Carlyle vhich 
may be worth quoting peibaps* The great man was the * oreature 
of the Time/ they say: the Time called him forth: the Time did 
everything: he nothing, but what we, the little critic/ coidd have 
done too 1 This seems to me but melancholy work. The Time call 
forth ? Alas, we have known Times call loudly enough for their 
great man ; but not find him when they called I He was not the^ 

* Providence'had not sent him : the Time calling its loudest had to go 
down to confusion and wreck, because he would not come when 
called,” 

Luxmooke. Carlyle never said anything better: and he said many 
things excellently well. For my part—^to sum up. my argument— 

I hold that thore are in man “ abysmal depths of personality,” which 
no plummet of physical science has ever sounded, or ever will sound: 
that it is the perception of the ideal and jthc power to express it, 
rooted in the very essence of our nature, which makes us sclfrcon- 
scious and self-determined: and that great men arc the source and 

• fount of ideas, the figures which alone give historic meaning and 
value to the ciphers— numeric fruges consumere nati —as which we 
must account the vast majority of mankind. Those mighty spirits 
who rule us from their urns were, indeed, as other men, subject to 
the laws of time and matter: but not wholly subject: their thought, 
their energy, their action, their suffering, have wrought wonders 
beyond time and matter, and the effects of mechanical force, how 
subtle soever: and their lives, taken simply as evidence, might furnish 
foundations for grander spiritual philosophies—transcending, not 
denying, the truths of the physical universe—than the world has 
yet dared to formulate. But that is too large a subject. 

GamsTON. Let us go back to Mr. Spencer's book. He writes: 
If, not stopping at the explanation of social problems, as due to 
the great man, we go a step further, and ask, 'Whence comes the 
great man ? the question has two conceivable answers: his origin 
is supernatural, or it is natural. Is his origin supernatural ?* then 
he is a demigod: and wc have theocracy once removed, or rather not 
removed at all.” 

Luxmoore. Well, what is the harm of that ? Why should we not 
have theocracy if we- can get it ? The word demigod is out of 
fashion. I have no wish to bring it back. Still, it might serve, for 
want of a better, to characterize one who is marked off from his 
fellows of the race of men by what Cicero terms magna et divina 
bona;" great and divine endowments: which are distinct from 
temperament, from environment, from evolution, from heredity; 
which you cannot tie up in a formula nor explain by analysis: and 
as the highest and rarest of which we must reckon a true, an original 
thought, well denominated by Krause Schauent vision, intuition. But 
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vision, intuition of wliat ? Of Him who is the Truth, of whom all 
truth is part. 

Temperley. Mr. Spcnccr is right then. And you land us in full 
supematuralism. 

Luxmoohe. TIic words Natural and Supernatural have an invariable 
meaning jn scientific theology, where they are employed to distinguish 
“the Order of Nature” from the “Order of Grace,” and are 
antithetical, though not incompatible in the same act *or faculty. 
Modern literature and raetaphysic, overlooking or not knowing this 
distinction, identify the Natural, now with the Material, and now with 
the Orderly. From which it follows that the Supernatural sometimes 
signifies no more than the Ilypcrphysical, and sometimes, as I 
suspect in the passage which our friend has quoted from Mr. Spencer, 
no less than the Irrational. Its meaning should never be taken on 
trust. If by Natural Mis Spencer means subject simply to the laws of 
matter, and resulting merely from material antecedents, then I deny 
that the origin of the great man is natural, for the origin of no man is: 

“ Kst l)c\i8 in nobis; agitanto calcsclmns illo : ” 

“ We also arc llis offspring ” liut if by Natural he means what 
Butler—wrongly, as 1 think—accounts its only meaning, namely, 
“ stated, fixed, or settled,” then, since the great man appears according 
to a fixed plan of. Divine Providence, Lis origin may, in this sense, 
be deemed natural. All is upon this supposition natural, if history, 
notwithstanding the abounding sin of man, which is to me one of 
the most palpable facts in it, be a drama, wherein all the movement 
is done in fulfilment of the will of. the Highest: Atog 8 ' tVfAciWo 
j3ovAn. All is supernatural if, by a perversion of terms, the presence 
and action of the Creator in llis creation be called supernatural. 
Prom Him, and by Him, and of Him arc all things, and in all things 
is Ho revealed: in the external world by the beauty which is the 
dim adumbration of His perfect loveliness: in the heart of man by 
the, voice of conscience. His perpetual witness and indefeasible priest:' 
in history by those great souls who from time to time light up. the 
world's dreary and ignoble fasti, and whom our forefathers by £ *ferue 
instinct—let us not hesitate to say it—called Divine men. 

Grimston. Your doctrine seems to have much in common with 
Bunsen's: that personality, which he regards aft divine self-manifesta¬ 
tion, is “the lever of the world's history.” Well, Christian Charles 
Josiah von Bunsen was a good man. • 

Temperley. Don’t call him “ a good man,” He was better than that. 
Whatever wc may think of his philosophy of histo*ry, we must allow 
that his was a singularly comprehensive and well-disciplined intellect, 
loyally devoted to the service of truth. His breadth of thought 
stands out conspicuously if you compare him with the two writers 
of whom we have just been talking: Carlyle and Herbert Spencer. 
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Gumstox. Carlyle and Herbert Spencer. You remind me of a good 
story, , which has not yet found its way into print, I think. A man 
who numbered among his acquaintance those two eminent persons 
was anxious that his son, an undergraduate at Oxford, should be 
introduced to them. So one day he took the youth to call on^r. 
Spencer, and as they were departing he said, " Wc are going on to see 
Mr. Carlyle.” " Ah, Mr. Carlyle,” Mr. Spencer is reported to have 
replied: I am afraid he has done more to propagate error than any 
other writer of the century.” Nothing daunted, they made their 
pilgrimage to Chelsea, and when their interview with the sage of 
Cheyne Kow came to an end the father observed: " This will be a 
day for my boy to look back upon, Mr. Carlyle; for in it he has 
been introduced to two great men: yourself and Mr. Herbert 
Spencer.” "Herbert Spencer, Herbert Spencer, an im-measu-rable 
ass,” was the response of the oracle. 

Luxmoore. " Immeasurable I ” Carlyle had a curiosa felicitas in 
his epithets. Still he might have learnt a great deal frpm 
'Mr. Spencer. 

Tbmperlev. But not about his great-man theory, you think ? 

Luxmoore. No; that theory seems to me to be defective: but to 
complete it Carlyle should have gone to quite another school than 
Mr. Spencer’s. It is true as to its foundation, but it wants to be 
moralized. 

Temperley. How " moralized”? Carlyle certainly h^ an intensely 
strong feeling of ethical law. lie conccivqd of God, so far as I 
can understand, as the personification of that law. 

L'uxmoore. That is so. But his doctrine of great men I think defec¬ 
tive, in that it fails to inculcate this verity—tliat thex arc authorita¬ 
tive teachers so far as they follow the divine illumination in them: 
in other words, so far as tlicy are ethical: so far as they correspond 
with the truth of things: so far and no further. You know the 
saying of Butler: " If conscience had power as it has authority, it 
would govern the world.” It is the supreme authority—^for it is 
diyiQe—which ought to govern, and which, in effect, docs in the long 
run govern. Great men interpret the law of the universe, which is 
the law of God and therefore the perfection of ethics, more clearly 
than others, because they discern it, in one province or another, b;^ 
the intuition of genius, which is inspiration. All truth is part of God: 
all knowledge is knowledge of God: and He alone is the light which 
iHumineB 4 onr minds. A man is great so far as he walks in that 
light. Hence you may truly call a great man the Categorical Impera¬ 
tive individualized. 

Grimston. Most edifying: although, perhaps, merely a copy-book 
maxim in fine words, ' But is it true ? Do you call Goethe the Cate¬ 
gorical Imperative individualized ? 
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Lvxmooke, You could not have chosen a better example to illus¬ 
trate my meaning. Goethe’s great endowment was his marvellous 
vision in certain intellectual provinces, and his absolute’ veracity. 
He secs things as they are, and he paints them as they are. 
Carlyle well says, The word that will describe the thing follows of 
itself from such clear intense insight of the thing.” lie had, in a 
supreme ‘degree, the morality of the intellect. And his power Hes 
there. Outside that sphere who looks up to him as a teacW ? You 
ask a great man, What do you sec?” And he tells you. He 
may say—as the Greatest said—“I bear testimony of myself, and 
my testimony is true.” It is of no use to consult him about matters 
which he docs not see. You would not go to St. John Baptist 
for a theory of Bildung^ nor to Goethe for the doctrine of sexual 
purity. 

Temperley. Your general conclusion, then—for I must go—would 
seem to be a kind of union of idealistic optimism and realistic pessi¬ 
mism. You too have your Utopia ; and the way to it for the race, as 
for the individual, you declare to be the way of Virtue. Kant’s Cate¬ 
gorical Imperative, on which you insist so much, may, I take it, be 
considered as an awkward wooden sign-post announcing as much 
to a belated nineteenth century—To Eldorado. And shrivelled-up, 
staring-eyed old Kant is the appointed watchman, taking toll of every 
passenger, and giving change in kreutzers and rix-dollars! 

Luxmqore. That is your light way of putting it. But it is true. 
Adveniat regnum tuum^ wc say daily: at least 1 do. The first 
law of that interior kingdom is righteousness. And the great lesson 
deducible from history seems to me to enforce it: Disciie justitiam 
moniiL ^ 

GniMSTox. It will be much if that law will stand in the breaking up 
of religious beliefs and universal exodus from Houndsditch ”—what 
a grand phrase—which is just now taking place. But will it? I 
am afraid, my dear Luxmoore, that you will be vox clamaniis in deaerio 
—^like your St. John Baptist. 

Temperley. But happily with this difierence: that our niLffler« 
mannered Herods and Herodiases won’t cut off your head. The 
extremest penalty with which they will visit you will be—not to buy 
your book. Ahsil omen! 


W. S. Lilly. 
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HE Prime Minister has taken an early opportunity of announ- 
cing his determination to defend the Church of Scotland from 
Disestablishment and Disendowment/^ and probably his emphatic 
words have helped the English public to understand more clearly 
than they did before the serious nature of the attack which 
is being made on the Northern Church Establishment. Lord Salis¬ 
bury was sarcastic on the absurdity of English electors, profoundly 
ignorant of the history and claims of the Church of Scotland, making 
its future a test question for candidates at elections. We fear that 
he is right on the point of ignorance, and that not electors only, but 
candidates, and political writers and speakers generally, are but ill- 
informed on a question so purely Scottish as this. There is ub ana¬ 
logy between the Irish Church, which has beeu disestablished on the 
score of its being obnoxious to the great majority of the people, and 
the Scottish, which is certainly not in a minority, and is separated 
only by very slight differences from those Presbyterians who are 
beyond its pale. But more than this. There is no real parallel 
between the English Establishment and the Scotch; and ar^ments 
that may be of some force against the one have hardly any applica¬ 
tion to the other. In England, men speak of the State Church, aud 
hold that ail Established Church ought to be strictly controlled by 
the Crown and Parliament. In Scotland, there is no State Church 
in OUT English sense of the term. While secured by statute in the 
possession and use of ancient buildings and emoluments, the jCburch 
is spiritually and ecclesiastically autonomic. It has never acknow¬ 
ledge the royal supremacy in spiritual causes, and takes no directions 
from the Civil Government. Even the Lord High Commissioner, who 

* Spewh reported in the Timi of July 4. 
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repreients Her M^esty at the General Assembl/, haa not the slightest 
power of interference or control. The Court transacts its businessi 
and both appoints and dissolves its meetings, as by inherent authority.. 
In England we arc accustomed to hear Christian people classified as 
Churchmen and Nonconformists; but this does not extend beyond 
the Tw(;cd. Where all parties cherish a Church consciousness and 
use Church language, it is scarcely possible for one to claim exclusive 
Churchmanship; and where there is no Act of Uniformity, there are 
no Nonconformists. Those who have broken away from the Church 
of England have, for the most part, adopted new modes of worship 
and forms of polity. They have thus most completely separated and, 
so to speak, chapcl-ized themselves. But the great majority of those 
who have left the Kirk * have organized themselves on paralld lines, 
maintaining the same faith, worship, and polity, and claiming to be, 
not dissenters from, but the most faithful exponents of, the genuine 
Church of Scotland. 

Thus the Church problem of the North stands by itself, and is 
happily exempt from some elements of irritation which embitter the 
ecclesiastical situation in England. No one accuses the Church of 
Scotland of using its prestige or power in a haughty or vexatious 
manner. It does not claim any monopoly in endowed schools, or 
universities, or parochial burial-grounds; it docs not disparage the 
sacraments or “ orders^' of other Churches; indeed, the plea against 
it is that it is so like the other Churches that it ought not to be 
artificially lifted into a position of precedence and privilege above 
them. 

The forces which threaten the Church of Scotland as an Establish¬ 
ment may bU grouped thus:—(I) Those who are Voluntaries in 
principle, and regard any and every alliance of Church and State as 
contrary to the genius of the New Testament, and inevitably hurtful 
to religion, (2) The majority of the members of the Free Church, 
who, without accepting the voluntary theory, have ceased to care for 
the Establishment principle. Influential leaders of that energetic 
community represented the abolition of Church patronage al^lit ten 
years ago as a challenge to the non-Established Churches and an un¬ 
fair attempt to steal away that popular support on which they must 
depend. Their answer to the challenge is a demand for ** religious 
equality.^^ To these may be added (3) an unknown number of 
politicians who care little for Church questions, but consider Dis¬ 
establishment a good card to play in a vigorous Liberal policy. 

use this designation to please Engluh readers, having often observed that, 
although Scotsmen generally say * * Church ** and * * Free Church/'Englishmen prater the 
forms, “Kirk” and “Free £ark.” Is it that th^ are anxious to reserve the title 
“Church” for the Church of England; or merely that theysunpose it to be the 
correct thing to fall into a Lowland Scotch dialect, just as, in tne Highlands, th^ 
wear tartan, aud even venture in some instances to don the kilt and sporran ? 
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The forces on the ^her side are the members of the Church of 
Scotland^ aided by a certain proportion of Free Church people, espe¬ 
cially in the Highlands, and by the Scottish Episcopalians, who> 
though they love not a Presbyterian Establishment, prefer it to no 
Establishment at all. It is true thatiihese last are few in number, 
but they^have social influence, and can make their wishes felt in the 
House of Peers. 

It is not easy to say how this question would be determined if it 
were possible to submit it to a plebiscite apart from any complication 
with the interests of political parties. The likelihood is that the 
Presbyterian population would not show a majority for Disestablish¬ 
ment ; and as to non-Presbyterians, the Conservative Episcopalians 
would pretty nearly balance the Radical Independents and Baptists. 
The danger to the Church lies in her fate being cast into the heap of 
political disputes, and her demolition being made an item in the 
Liberal programme. It is vehemently advocated by the Liberation 
Society as a step towards a still greater achievement. Disestablish-. 
ment has been carried in Ireland. Scotland must come next; then 
Wales, perhaps; and, finally, England. The Scottish question is 
taken before* the English simply because it is easier. The Church 
of Scotland is poor, and it would require no very great legislative 
skill to deprive it of its status and emoluments. In fact, a Bill to 
that effect has been drawn and introduced to the House of Commons 
'by a Scottish Member of no eminence or recognised ability.^ It is 
of course known that the friends of the English Establishment will be 
urged to defend the interests of the Scottish in Parliament in order 
to ward off danger from their own doors. Lord Salisbury is clearly 
for [such a policy. But it is estimated on the other 'eide that the 
Church of England will have a much diminished influence in the 
new House of Commons, and that High Churchmen like Mr. 
Gladstone will feel little scruple about laying hands on a Presby¬ 
terian Church, which they regard as neither properly equipped nor 
lawfully descended.. 

In view of the onset on the Church of Scotland which is being 
prepared for the General Election in November, we recall a sentence 
or two from Hare's “ Guesses at Truth." ^ 

. “ There is something melancholy and painful in the entire abandonment of 
any institution designed for good. It is too plain a confession of intellectual 
weakness, too manifest a receding before the brute power of outward things. 
Any one can amputate j the difficulty and the object is to restore.” * 

No doubt there are cases in which the " melancholy and painful ” 
thing must be done to avoid more serious evils, but we are not 
satisfied that in the present case there is no alternative, and we 

» VoL i. p. 33, 4th ed. 
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cannot find much force in some of the pleaf^vhich are very con¬ 
fidently put fortrard by the agitators for Disestablishment in the 
North. E.g.: > 

1, The unfairness of the State in singling out one firom among 
many religious bodies for all' its favours and benefactions.—But 
vhen did the State make this selection ? Did the history of« Scotland 
begin the day before yesterday ? From earliest times, the religious 
life of the country embodied itself in a National Church, which 
unavoidably had relations with the Civil Government, and so has 
continued to be Established (if that be the proper term) through all 
its diversified career. The existence of different religious commu¬ 
nities, descended from a common origin, is a very modern fact. It 
may suggest to some minds that the old house should be condemned 
and demolished in order to clear the ground for ecclesiastical rivalry 
on equal terms; but to other minds it quite as strongly suggests the 
inquiry whether the old house may not be enlarged and repaired, 
and differences swallowed up in a restored unity. 

As to emoluments, the State gives to the Church of Scotland 
no money whatever, if we except a small annual grant for behoof of 
the Highlands and Islands. What the Church holds'is only that 
portion of the old ecclesiastical property of the country which was 
rescued from secularization in the sixteenth century, with subsequent 
additions from private donors. Burden on the taxpayers there is 
none. ^ To alienate such property from sacred uses in order to reduce 
school-rates, make roads, or build harbours might be a legalized but 
could never be a rightful confiscation. 

2. The ability of religious people to pay for the support of their 
own religion?—On this ground it is urged that endowments are 
superfluous—nay, more, that they are pernicious, as discouraging the 
free-will offerings of the people, and lessening, if not destroying, 
their sense of responsibility for the support and extension of the 
, Church to which they arc attached. In all this there seems to ns 
more of vain boasting than of common-sense. The cry is a &yourite 
one with laymen of a certain type, who desire to control a Church 
by holding the purse-strings, and who have ho personal knowledge 
of the poor parson's res fingmt<B domif or of the wounds inflicted on 
his self-respect by the appeals and solicitations which have to be 
resorted to in order to provide his modest stipend. Those who have 
had much to do with the raising of funds in non-endowed Churches 
know too well that under the voluntary flag there is a great deal of 
practical involuntariness, and that adequate support fur religious 
objects is not obtained without anxious effort and importunify, ^ It 
is' a piece of infatuation to deny the utility of endowments for tiie 
maintenance of Churches among the poor in large citiea aiid<'in 
sparsely peopled districts of the country. 
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The case is (^n p4t os thpngh th^ choice lOUjit b^ajbsplute between 
endoirment* and voluntary offerings. Bu£ this is on evident misUke, 
for in the £s{|ibli8hed Churches the two systems are combined 
There is no good reason why Scotland should not carry out such a 
combination on a far larger scale. There will be need and scope 
enough for all the liberality of her religious people; and there will 
be no more than enough for the growing wants of the Church of the 
future if to such offerings the lawfully inherited ecclesiastical endow¬ 
ments be added. In our humble opinion^ it would be au act of sheer 
folly to throw them away. 

8 . Tlie amazing proposition that Disestablishment and Disendow- 
ment are to prepare the way for a happy Presbyterian union. 

It is one of the peculiarities of the Scottish problem that a project 
of union runs alongside of the proposal to disestablish. Among 
thinking men it is probably the more cherished plan. In England 
such suggestions of reconciliation have little force or plausibility^ 
because there arc no Episcopalian outsiders. The Methodists have 
become substantially Presbyterian in polity; Independents and 
Baptists object to a collective National Church of any description ; 
and almost all the Dissenters arc hon-liiurgical in worship. But in 
Scotland^ as we have shown, the conditions are quite different, and 
■ there is great signiiicauce in proposals, such as have been made even 
from the Moderator’s chair in the General Assembly, for so recon¬ 
structing the Church of Scotland as to gather all her children again 
under one spiritual roof. There is no reason to doubt that such legisla¬ 
tion as might bo requisite to secure this end would be obtained without 
difficulty. Answer comes, however, from the outsiders to the effect 
that, while they approve of union, and arc even anxious for it, they 
cannot enter into any negotiation regarding it till religious equality 
has been gained. 

If a reason be sought for this non jiossumns, the reply is that 
Churches which have escaped from the fetters of State connection 
value their sacred liberty too much to unite with an Established 
Church. But is any one able to state categorically what are the 
liberties possessed by the Free and United Pre8h;^terian communities 
which the Church of Scotland may-not and does not enjoy? Let 
US not be misled by phrases that are the hackneyed catchwords of 
party. We are warned against the deflliog and withering touch of 
the State; but can any one tell us why the touch of collective society 
in its most dignified form must be so much worse than the touch of 
an individual citizen, or of a group of citizens, ruling the temporali¬ 
ties of a Church ? In Scotland, as we have explained, the State doer 
not rule the Church, nor does it feed the Church with money. What 
harm does it do ? 

It is a remarkable fact that in those Presbyterian unions in the 
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eolonies whicli had the cordial sanction of the mother chnrchesj no 
condition was made that ministers or congregations in connection 
with the Church of Scotland should disown the Est|bli8hment prin- 
ciple^ or surrender endowments, or the compensation received for 
endowments, which had been the direct gift of the State. 

The union of the colonial Churches, followed as it has been in 
every instance by none but good results, helps year by year to dis¬ 
credit the divisions at home. Three churches in Scotland are con¬ 
tent to be represented by one and the same church in Canada or 
Australia; and the usage is for delegates from the colonies to ap¬ 
pear before the three Scottish churches in succession, pledging 
friendship and soliciting supplies of preachers. The Presbyterian 
Church in Ireland has resolved this year to follow the same course. 
But evidently this cannot go on without raising the questions, Why 
such piping of peace abroad, and blowing of the war-trumpet at 
home ? Why approve of a harmony between your children which 
you refuse to establish among yourselves ? Why applaud a wider 
brotherhood thousands of miles away, and yet prolong your own 
narrowing and sectarianizing strifes ? 

Those who would answer these questions by endeavouring to 
reconcile divided Presbyterians on liberal and lionourable terms for 
all, without pulling down the Establishment, rely in large measure on 
the strength and tenacity of the national feeling for an ancient 
institution. Yet some on the other side, who ought to be well- 
iuformed, maintaiu that the country is indifferent to such considera¬ 
tions. Dr. Walter C. Smith is reported to have said, in the recent 
General Assembly of the Free Church, “ Historical continuity would 
not now have^any weight with the people of Scotland." The As¬ 
sembly appears to have applauded the statement. We should call 
it melancholy, if true. Pew more severe censures can be passed on 
the modern ecclesiastical feuds of Scotland than to say that they 
have bereft the public mind of its historical sense, and taken away 
the charm of venerable antiquity. « 

We cast no imputation on the sincerity with which advoiLtes of 
disestablishment proclaim their desire for union. Perhaps we should 
admire their far-reaching patience. They must forego all hope of 
seeing a union in their own lifetime, and be content to bequeath 
the negotiation of it to their grandchildren. It is quite certain that 
what they call the preliminary step of disestablishment cannot be 
secured without a struggle fraught with the elements of bitter 
estrangement. The probability is that, if it were accomplished, a 
generation or two would pass before the resentment of a vanquished 
and despoiled Church would have sufficiently abated to give proposals 
for union any chance of success. In such matters, because they feel 
keenly, Scotsmen are slow to kiss and make friends. Forty-two 
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years bare ran since tbe Diaraption/’ and yet tbe embers of that 
strife are not quite cool. 

Against this it may be urged that reason will prove stronger than 
wounded pride; and that the sturdy common-sense of the Scottish 
people would make short work with the absurd spectacle of three 
separate Churches of the same order competing on the same ground 
for .popular, support. Coalescence would be a moral certainty. We 
cannotj however, help observing that Scottish reason and common- 
sense have failed thus far to unite two of those Churches, though they 
have long been on a footing of religious equality. Why should it be 
sp confidently assumed that these qualities will unite the three so soon 
as the third has been pulled down, against its will, by the other two ? 

We arc glad to hear compliments addressed to the Scottish mind, 
but cannot forget that, in matters which concern the Church, it has 
been trained to disputatious habits and an insufficient estimate of the 
evils involved in religious or ecclesiastical separation. The terms 
secessionand ''disruption/^ which surely ought to carry some 
associations of regret, are sounded forth with notes . of triumph. 
Peacemakers are represeiitcd as dreamers, or as men of weak 
principle, ready for any compromise. Wo are, therefore, unable 
to contemplate with satisfaction the progress of an agitation which 
must disturb more than ever the waters of religious society in 
the North, already far too restless; and wc cannot see in this the 
prelude to rc>uuion and tranquillity. Discord breeds further discord, 
and strife more strife. 

^ •Thc object of this paper is not to speculate on the outcome of the 
present controversy, but to put forward some views and aspects of 
the problem which have been insufficiently consideredi Having no 
personal relation to the question, we Claim to be at all events in a 
good position for examining it impartially. If men are resolved not 
to be reconciled on old lines, and prefer to run all the risks of a 
ecclesiastical revolution, it is probably useless to remonstrate 
with them.|^ But the nation—and the Scotch are a nation—^has not 
yet made up its mind. And it may not be altogether useless to 
suggest that, if the ability and ingenuity which -are now employed 
in justifying and pressing the policy of demolition were turned to 
the devising of a plan of reconstruction and comprehension, the result 
would be more quickly and easily arrived at, and much more worthy 
of the support of a people with such historical traditions and associa¬ 
tions as the Scotch. It is with something like a feeling of shame 
that we hear of the venerable name of the Church being bandied 
about iu the rude uproar of candidates* meetings, and look forward 
to its being tossed to and fro amid the jangle, and excitement of a 
Parliamentary election. Shabby treatment for the Kirk, it seems to 
us, and an unhappy business for the country. 

Donald Phaser. 
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T he steady and persistent advance of Russia, within sight of the 
promised land which tradition has assigned as the goal of her 
ambition, though in some quarters derided as chimerical, has at 
length arrested the attention of the English ])Cople. Every allowance 
being made for the motives of this advance, insidious in its progress, and 
effected at an expenditure of life and treasure quite incommensurate 
with its avowed object, the conviction is now generally confirmed 
that the same motives, stimulated by contingencies ever impending,, 
must continue to operate with unabated urgency; and whether the 
advance is designed for purposes of external pressure at any political 
crisis, or as the prelude to active aggression, it must constitute a 
menace of a yaturc to impose henceforward charges and responsi¬ 
bilities of a very onerous character upon the rulers of Indita Of the 
defensive measures to bo undertaken by them, regardless of 
expense, a fortified frontier of great extent, protected by permanent 
garrisons, with communications eveiywhere completed and secured, 
is no doubt tlic first; but our position in India,^politically 
speaking, demands neveithcless that if what have hitnertef %een 
considered as outworks of the defence are to be left unguarded by 
our own forces, every practicable precaution should be adopted to 
utilize them for the same purpose. That otherwise the danger of 
their seizure as a means of offence is real and imminent, is attested 
by the long years of preparation with which the event has been, 
premeditated by Russia, and by the efforts and sacrifices with which 
its consummation has been opposed by England.^ But if the fruita 
of these sacrifices are not now to be lost, it is clear that the nation 
must be pledged to a sustained and determined policy for the sak& 
of bringing under effective control the only means still available of 
maturing them. . ' 
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The encroacbmeDta of Bnasia have already extended to points of 
vantage on the confines of the two British Indian co-limitary States 
which, as organized unities, must needs represent important factors in 
the complications that sooner or later are likely to ensue. On the 
degree then that England may be able to safeguard the integrity of 
Persia and Afghanistan, or to rely upon their benevolent neutrality, 
will depend not perhaps the ultimate issue of a collision, but the 
success with which it can be sustained, as well as the prospect of 
minimizing the tendency to disturbance to be apprehended within 
her own limits from the proximity of the conflict. Isolated as they 
are, with a certain proneness to antagonism in their international 
relations due to their religious constitution, these States offer them¬ 
selves indivicfually as au easy prey for absorption, while they would 
need the fullest protection in order to ensure the free exercise of their 
rights as independent nationalities. It may fairly be contended 
that to mould such heterogeneous elements into a confederation for 
effective defence could hardly he contemplated as a measure of 
practical policy, though it may possibly be one susceptible of realization * 
under the auspices of a common superior, and under the stress of a 
common peril. Where, however, their interests arc identical, and 
these interests are indirectly assailed by inimical intrigues or by 
piecemeal aggression, the right of intervention may properly be 
asserted by an ally so intimately concerned as England, and would 
be justified on her part as a means of preserving the balance of 
power which in Europe would be secured by a league of the greater 
nations, and which in Central Asia must depend upon the good faith 
and forbearance of Russia alone. If such good faith and forbear¬ 
ance were in any degree reliable or assured, a common protectorate 
by England and Russia with mutual right to appeal to arbitration 
in the interests of.peace, followed by the concerted limitation of 
coercive measures for the redress of grievances, would furnish 
sufficient security against ulterior designs of aggrandizement, or at 
least would preclude surprise in the subjugation of feudatories, or in 
the annexation of their territory on the pretext of the non-observance 
of international obligations. 

Past experience, however, demonstrates that such a protectorate, 
based on treaty engagements of which the efficacy would be devoid 
of any guarantee but force, could only be realized under conditions 
disadvantageous to England, as excusing, on her side, the blind 
confidence and uupreparednesa that are seemingly inseparable from tho 
action of popular Governments. The challenge of Russia when her 
plans were matured would not the less result in the seizure of 
strategical positions, - indispensable to the furtherance of schema 
which it is impossible to dissociate from her past career of conquest; and 
if these are to be resisted in their initiation, the better hope of success 
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vould consist in the assertion of an independent policy of which the 
attempted invasion should constitute a casus belli. What that policy 
has hitherto been admits of no misconception, though its vindication 
has been discredited at home for party purposes; what it shall be in 
the future appears to be still undetermined; but whatever the resolu¬ 
tions taken, it is due to the dignity of the nation that they should 
assume a character of stability, and that when danger is threatened 
the views and plans of one great Minister should not prove so dis¬ 
tasteful to his successor as to warrant the postponement of measures 
of vital moment to the gratification of personal prejudice. 

In this connection it may not be without interest to contrast the 
actual situation with the history in the past of our relatiops with 
Persia and Afghanistan—a history, be it remembered, replete with'the 
recurrent efforts of Jlussia to alienate both these countries from their 
natural alliance with England. As a consequence that history 
resolves itself into the narrative of a fitful policy, which, alternating 
between costly conciliation and vigorous coercion on the part of the 
latter, has failed to reach the source of the evil, if indeed it has 
not operated to emphasize the loss of her predominance in cither 
country and to reduce them to the condition of mere geographical 
expressions, such as they now present themselves bn the held of the 
inevitable struggle for supremacy between two rival Powers. 

Three-quarters of a century have elapsed since the gigantic pro¬ 
jects of the first Napoleon, acting in momentary collusion with 
Russia, excited the alarm of the British Indian Government, and 
prompted the well-known missions of Malcolm and ElphinstoUe to 
the Courts respectively of the Shah and the Ameer. In the case of 
Persia, England/s friendly overtures resulted in an alliance quasi 
offensive and defensive between the two States, which was presently 
fortified by the deputation of military officers, with details of each 
arm, to drill and discipline the Persian army; but these measures, 
though answering the immediate purposes of political influence in 
which they originated, were found to be not only devoid of substantial 
advantage, but, measured by Oriental aspirations, to be prov({Jktive 
rather than counter-active of the danger they were intended 
to avert. Russia, relaxing for a season her encroachments on Turkey, 
with appetite whetted for further spoliation of her neighbour, now 
renewed her aggression upon Persia. The native forces of the 
country were still in no condition to resist her attack, nor was the 
storm to be exorcised by diplomatic sympathy, abortive in its con¬ 
ception, because barren of executive principle and discreditable in its 
issue, as involving the repudiation of treaty engagements. 

Given, however, the geographical conditions and the unstable cha¬ 
racter of the local administration, it was perhaps only in the nature of 
things that the British Government should seek to withdraw flfoin a 
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false position^ and to oanoel tiie bond by wbicb it bad nndertaken 
to subsidize tbe defence of the countiy. In the issuej the obnoxious 
article vas expunged from the treaty at the price of a money pay¬ 
ment, which fell practically to be appropriated towards the discharge 
of the indemnity to be exacted by Russia at the close of an unpro¬ 
voked war. The irony of fate thus completed, the disillusipn of all 
the parties to the transaction, and exposed the fallacy of fostering a 
cause, which, when seriously endangered, England was as yet unpre¬ 
pared to make her own. Persia was henceforth to be reduced to a 
condition of ill-disguised vassalage to Russia, and the course of our more 
recent relations has served only to emphasize her entire subservience 
to the designs of that Power. Apart from mei*e personal questions 
and Wrangles respecting commercial advantages or international privi¬ 
leges, the influence of the British Mission at Teheran has necessarily 
been subordinated to that of the Russian Minister, and whenever the 
political aims and interests of Russia have been seriously concerned, 
he has not wanted irresistible arguments to overrule the couusels of 
England, even to the disregard of threats of coercion such as England 
has twice been reluctantly compelled to enforce. 

A remarkable instance may be quoted iu illustration of this fact. 
Once again, in the interval preceding the second rupture, the British 
Government had repeated the experiment of deputing English officers 
to reform the rabble army of Persia, but it was only to find that the 
weapon so fashioned was incontinently turned against itself in behoof 
of its rival. 

On two occasionsrwhen the faivseeing intrigues of Russia had con¬ 
verted Persia into a tool for the promotion of her schemes of future 
aggrandizement, and, as above stated, had obliged the British Govern¬ 
ment to resort to coercion, the means employed were strictly 
limited to the immediate purpose, and were so limited in order to 
avoid the further enfeeblemcnt of a country whose independent 
resources were held to be still at its own disposal. In 1837 
and 1838, while Russia was yet too distant to assume the part 
of principal, that purpose was attained by the occupation only 
of the insignificant island of Karrack in the' Persian Gulf, .and 
again in 1855—when increased pressure was needed for its attain¬ 
ment—by tbe capture of Bushire and Mohumra, the two principal 
ports of Persia. There may be pertinence in the fact that on this second 
occasion the expedition had hardly done its work when our military 
resources in India were strained to the utmost by the outbreak of what 
is known as the Sepoy Mutiny. 

On this review of the events referred to, we may easily foresee the 
state of impotency to which Persia would be reduced if Russia con¬ 
solidated her position at Herat, and may appreciate in consequence the 
absolute necessity which attaches to England of forestalling the issue. 
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It would be idle at ibis date to recall the. circumstancea under 
which England has always aimed at maintaining the Afghan nation* 
ality, influenced as they were successively by the sway, of Yar 
Mahomed; the gallant action of Fottinger, the vicissitudes of Afghan 
rule; and the reiterated invasion of the country by Persia at the open 
instigation of Russia; culminating at length in the final reduction of 
the principality by Dost Mahomed with the aid of British subsidies. 
The memory of these events for any other purpose than that of 
historical disquisition has been obliterated by the hostile advance of 
Russia to the gates of Herat; and by the necessity now imposed 
upon England of vindicating her past policy by her own direct 
meanS; or of submitting to the inevitable consequences of its aban¬ 
donment. Foreseeing these consequences; successive 'administra¬ 
tions had accepted the duties and responsibilities which that policy 
entailed by preparing the way for its efficient prosecution. It 
remained for the late Government on its advent to power to 
renounce the pledges of its predecessors; to forego the fruits of costly 
sacrifices; and to substitute for carefully planned measures of defence 
a blind reliance upon those Russian assurances which on the same field 
had been so repeatedly belied; and this with the result, natural to 
such wilful flelf-dcccptioii; of being constrained to resume in haste and 
at disadvantage the self-same measures that without the shadow of 
reason it had so recklessly postponed. 

^However little importance may be attached to prestige in the 
present day, or to the consequences of its loss upon the domination 
of conquered races, it must still be a matter of nittional concern that 
a policy for which England has so resolutely contended, at the cost of 
repeated wars^ should be discredited as illusory when directly 
assailed from the one quarter and by the one agency which had been 
contemplated in its initiation. The advance of Russia was the 
danger apprehended. Her progress has not been delayed a day, 
if indeed it has not been hastened by protests and remonstrances 
of which the futility lias been demonstrated by the never-ceding 
intrigues that have heralded it both in Persia and Afghafi-ftan, 
and by the pretexts of expediency still adduced to justify it. 
Nevertheless, the conditions which have determined the value and 
importance of Herat, as embodied in the expressions “ Gate of 
India,” Key of India,” have been instinctively accepted as sound 
by our most experienced statesmen and diplomatists, not only on 
account of the command it confers upon its possessor over Persia and 
Afghanistan, but as furnishing, from the extent and superior fertility* 
of its soil, as attested by the history of past ages, a base of opera¬ 
tions, if not self-sustaining for purposes o£ ulterior aggression, yet 
supplementaiy in the first degree of exterior and distant resources. 

With Herat independent as an integral part of the Afghan 
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domiidoils, defenders of India would at leakt be ^safe from 
snrjnfiedj and id lieu of constant alarms^ with the changes and dis¬ 
turbances incidental thereto, would be enabled to ^Ibct tlmr Own 
ground of battle, and to prepare at leisure the means of repelHn’g 
the first menace of invasion; in other words, with Herat for his 
objective, the enemy must traverse a much greater distance. fW)Ql his 
nearest base at Baku, with communications obstructed by sea and 
desert, in order to reach the point of attack, than would intervene 
between that point and our own base at Quetta, with our lines of 
communication secured by rail and extended, as they should have 
been extended while Afghanistan was avowedly beyond the sphere 
of Russian influence, as far as Candahar. 

From a military point of View the question is indis{iutably one of 
vital moment to our peaceable occupation of India. Excluded from 
Herat, the position of Russia in Turkestan may be .viewed with com¬ 
placency. With Herat in her possession, the balance of power would 
immediately incline in her favour, and though England may rely 
upon her superior wealth and organization to make good her resist¬ 
ance in the end, her passive attitude in the present, and retreat 
.everywhere in the face of difliculty, her craven composition of broken 
covenants, and renunciation in Central Asia of her traditional policy, 
must invest the aggressor, especially in the East, with the advantages 
that proverbially belong to attack over defence. 

The present action of the British Government would, however, 
seem to imply a final resolution to maintain the integrity and in¬ 
dependence of Afghanistan; and it may confidently be predicted 
that should England be forced to put forth her whole offensive powers 
in a life and death struggle for supremacy, the hold of Russia on her 
recently acquired territory would be seriously compromised, while 
the resolute attitude of England in the defence of their common 
interests would command the sympathy of those co-limitaiy States 
who have hitherto been discouraged by her half-hearted policy, and 
gain to her side the resources, not only of Afghanistan and Persia, 
but of Turkey and China, States who would then have more to hope 
fW)m a coalition with England than to fear from the hostility of 
Russia. 


A. B. KbmbaUi* 
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T he disclosures which have been made recently in the Pdl Mall 
Gazelle, will have filled all true Englishmen with awe and 
shame. If the editor is able to prove his statements^ he has fulfilled 
u sacred duty in giving publicity to the facts. We may regret that 
many unnecessary details were not suppressed. We may think that 
the story might have been told otherwise than it is told. The 
moral indignation excited by these horrors gains nothing from sen¬ 
sational accompaniments. Hut such criticisms pale into insignificance 
before the great question which is raised by these revelations. I 
have no heart to find fault with the manner of doing, if the thing 
itself ought tg be done. One^s sense of right revolts against the 
monstrous injustice of confounding these articles with the vile 
literature which exists only to pander to the vicious tastes of the 
degraded. The writer’s sincerity is unmistakable. He has under¬ 
taken a task whichj we arc bound to believe, must have been as 
loathsome to him as it would have been to ourselves. He has taken 
extraordinary pains and shown no common courage in the fulfiPi^ent 
of this task. He declares himself ready and able to substantiate his 
statements before an impartial tribunal; and until he has failed to 
redeem this pledge, we are bound to take him at his word. We may 
suspect indeed that, misled by his informants (as he was not unlikely to 
be misled], he may have exaggerated the magnitude and the range gf 
the evil. But,, even if his statistics, are divided by ten, they are 
appalling enough. The fact remains that prodigies of human vile¬ 
ness move freely among us—apparently without any social ban— 
certainly without any legal interference—compared with whom the 
average murderer is a respectable member of society; while to 
minister to the worse than brutalit|^ of these men our laws allow 
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unwary souls to be sacrificed and 7 oniig' childish lives to be ship- 
vreckedj not by scores, but by hundreds. ' Publicity is the sole cure 
ibr an evil which has attained these dimensions. The knife alone 
can save, the patient, however he may shrink from it, when an 
abscess is poisoning his blood and draining his life: Is not the 
surgeon after all the true benefactor, even if he infiicts some pain 
in the process ? 

Yet we shudder to think of the immediate moral risks which 
attend such a disclosure. It supplies fresh fuel to the passions of 
the degraded. It may initiate the weak in forms of evil unsuspected 
before. It may fill the minds of the upright and high-minded with 
images which are a continual burden to them, But the peril is 
greatest with that large class of men whose moral level in this 
matter of purity is neither very high nor very low. Their con¬ 
sciences are not over-active. Their ideal, so far as they have- an 
ideal, is pitched a little above the conventional morality of their 
surroundings, without any reference to an external standard, ^t ' 
the same time they have a certain amount of self-respect, and would 
not be satisfied to think themselves worse than their neighbours. 
The impression left on their minds is that the corruption is far 
deeper and more widely spread than the facts justify; and they are 
led in consequence to view their own moral level with acquiescence, 
if not with complacency. With these men—and they are a very 
large class—an insensible lowering of the moral standard is the 
almost inevitable consequence. Is it not possible for us then to 
commend the scruple which forbids the indiscriminate sale of the 
publication at the book-stalls, even while we acknowledge that 
publicity alone can secure the great ends which tho writer has in 
view? 

The effects of this disclosure are already apparent. The Criminal 
Law Amendment Act might possibly have lingered on for several 
Sessions more, if the moral indignation of England had not been 
thus aroused. It has now been taken up in earnest. We have 
only to see that the vital clauses are retained, and that the provisions 
are made really effective, to prevent the evils against which they are 
directed. May we not hope that henceforward our legislators will 
no more expose themselves to the reproach that, being men, they 
legislate in the interests of men; and that, while they are careful 
enough to shield their own sons and brothers from the consequences 
of their vices, the daughters and sisters of their poorer neighbours 
find no compassion for their wrongs ? Pudet kac opprobria nobis. 
Here is the strength of the agitation for woman^s 8ufii*age. Not 
unnaturally it is claimed that the woman's voice shalh^be heard to 
redress the woman's wrongs, where the man is silent. Can we 
reflect with any self-respect that the championship and protection 
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of the young and veak of their own sex from the foulest wrongs 
has been left to a few' courageous women, who have ventured 
publicly to lay bare these iniquities, facing obloquy and despising 
shame ? As their reward, they are denounced as unwomanly. 
Truly, it is not a woman's part ; but is it manly of us men to force 
them into a strange position by our silence, and then to taunt them 
with occupying it ? If men refuse to speak, women must. There 
are times in the world's history when the crisis demands a Catherine 
of Siena or a Joan of Arc. 

The maxim that men cannot be made moral by Act of Farlia- 
ment has been so frequently misapplied to excuse a do>nothing 
policy, that one can hardly bear it with patience. Yet we must 
not trust too much to legislation. Legislation may alleviate, but it 
cannot cure. The root of the evil still remains untouched. The 
corruption is largely due to the low tone of public opinion in this 
particular province of morals. When it is a question of truth or 
honesty, we can reckon on the support of this invaluable ally. Theft 
and lying receive no ipiarter. But here it fails us utterly. Yet the 
shopman who robs his master^s till, and then extricates himself by a 
falsehood, is a far less serious offender against the well-being of society 
than the monsters in human form whom these exposures have dragged 
into the light. Why is society so careless about its own highest 
interests ? The public conscience is for the moment aroused. Such 
an awakening may be productive of untold good, if the opportunity 
is seized. A grave responsibility attaches to all those who are 
in any sense guardians of morals—on the clergy more especially. 
It is the manifest duty, as it is the true wisdom, of the clergy to place 
themselves in* the forefront in this crusade against impurity. If 
they hold back from timidity, then assuredly this post of honour, 
which is theirs by right, will be occupied by others. 

But let us beware of making a bad start. A false diagnosis is 
the worst hindrance to an effective cure. Before all things we must 
be on our guard against exaggeration. In this case the exaggera¬ 
tion of the evil is the strength of the evil. We are frequently liold 
—^it has been said even in parliamentary debates—that all young 
men are alike, that it is useless to blink the fact, and that our true 
wisdom is to acquiesce in the evil—to regulate it, if we can, hut not 
to trouble ourselves overmuch about it. Ambitious mothers, when 
they sell their daughters to wealthy profligates, thus consigning them 
to certain misery and perdition, are said to excuse their cruelty on 
this plea. Thus impurity is exalted into a law of Nature. For 
every one who gives public expression to this comfortable but shame-' 
ful doctrine,»doubtle8s many hold it secretly. These easy moralists 
are the worst offenders. Can they wonder, if with this encourage* 
ment young men who are hovering on the brink of the precipice 
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themselves recklessly into the abyss and sfe lost t' But the dpctrine 
is untrue-—monstrously untrue. I have seen very much of young 
men, ever since I vras a young man myself, and I say confidently 
thatj with rare exceptions, the pnnciple pf purity was as sacred with 
them as the principles of truth and honesty. Yet they have been 
men of all classes in our Universities—honour-men. and poll- 
men, scholars and athletes—men of the time of life and of 
the social rank of which these low-toned moralists speak in com¬ 
placent despair. 1 do not mean to assert that there may not be 
“ sets ** in the Universities of whom a different tale could be told. 
But I maintain that ibis disparaging estimate is a twisting of the 
exception into the rule, and that a gross libel is tbe result. We 
are not therefore attempting an impossibility. There are confessedly 
difficulties besetting this form of sin which do not attend others. 
But who will say that the temptation to a poor man to appease his 
hunger by stealing a loaf is not greater than the temptation to a 
rich man to gratify his appetite at the cost of a woman's degradation ? 
If then we expect and (as a rule) find honesty in the poor man, why ‘ 
is it unreasonable to demand self-restraint in the rich ? 

What then is the remedy for the evil ? Not the confessional. 
The confessional may pick up a soul here and there out of the dirt. 
But the low tone of the literature in those Continental nations 
where it has had a fair field shows only too plainly its inability to 
purify public opinion. Either it fails to get hold of the mass of 
men, or getting hold of them it fails to influence them in the right 
direction. But if not the confessional, then certainly not reticence. 
Keticence leaves all souls alike wallowing in the mire. Reticencp, 
like the Priest and the Levite, passes by on the other side with half- 
closed eyes, not caring or not daring to look at the festering wounds. 

,So far as 1 can see, the one hope of dealing successfully with tbe 
«vil on any large scale lies in the methods characteristic of tbe 
movement which bears the name .of the White Cross, though not 
necessarily confined to organizations called by this name. 

Before describing what this White Cross movement is, let me say 
what it is not. We are not—at least we hope we tyre not—Pharisees 
of the Pharisees. We do not vaunt ourselves as better than other 
men. We do not wear any outward badges. On this last point 1 
find there is great misconception. The writer of the article in the 
Pall Mall Qazetle even speaks of the “ White Kibbon ” Army. I 
have found this misapprehension existing in high places in the 
Church likewise. From these facts I infer that it is very common. 
Not unnaturally a prejudice has thus been created, against the move¬ 
ment. 1 can only say that no organization bearing this name, of 
which 1 have' any knowledge, wears a white ribbon or any other 
outward bodge. 

TOL. ZI.T1II. 
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Our members db not profess to be pure, but they pledge them¬ 
self by God^s help to strive to be pure. This is a wholly different 
thing. They place an ideal definitely before themsdlves^ which they 
endeavour to realize in themselves, and which they commepd to 
others. *The chief points in this ideal are two. It upholds the 
principle that purity is an obligation on men not less than on women, 
and it maintains a chivalrous respect for the honour of woman as 
woman. In all this there is nothing to which every Christian is not 
pledged by bis baptismal vows; but the necessity of emphasizing 
this part of a Christian’s duty is painfully manifest. We have theiw^' 
fore embodied it in a fivefold pledge, which appeals to all men alike 
by its simplicity and directness.* 

Our aim then is positive, not negative. . We have no desire, and 
we are under no obligation, to rake among the loathsome details of 
vice. This may be a necessity for some, but it is not for us. We 
raise an ideal as a standard, and we direct the eyes of men upwards, 
not downwards. Our appeal is to the anima mturaliter Christiana 
—the soul which is Christian by nature, even where it is not Christian 
in a fuller sense by grace. We strive to pierce the incrustations 
till we reach this soul. We believe that, when it is reached, purity 
will attract irresistibly by its own inherent force. In most young 
men—in all young men who are worth their salt—there is a strong 
element of chivalry. It is our aim to win, and to consecrate the 
chivalrous in them. If we can do this, we have done everything. 
Hence we range ourselves under the White Cross as our standard. 
By this title wc wish to stamp our movement as a new crusade; we 
desire to gather about it all that was noblest and purest in the ages 
of chivalry^ We cannot be indifferent to the power of a name. 
Parity Associations and Moral Improvement Societies may do useful 
work, hut they inspire no enthusiasm and attract no recruits by their 
title. We sometimes call ourselves the White Cross Army. The 
last word has suggested other ideas than we had intended. We had 
desired only to emphasize the courage, the discipline, and the united 
action characteristic of a soldiery, and thus to develop furti^ the 
idea of a crusade. But the connection of this word with other well- 
known religious movements, demonstrative and sensational in their 
working, has imported ideas into it which* are foreign to our aim. 
Our mode of operation is essentially and necessarily different from 
theirs. * 

* The pledge runt as follows 

.promise by the help of God—-I. To treat all women with respect, and 

endeayonr to protect them from wrong and deerradation.^ 2. To endearonr to put down 
all indecent language and coarse jests. 3. To maintain the law of purity aee^jtumy 
binding upon men and women. 4. To endeavour to spread these pztnoiples anipng my 
emnpankms, and to try and help my younger brothers. 5. To use every possible mssas 
to fulfil the command ' Keep iHYSiLr pure.'" - ’ 
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1 cannot but believe that the adoption of such a plan generaU/ in 
the towns and parishes of England would before long make a seuiUe 
impression on the morality of England. I said before that the tone 
of public opinion on this subject is vexy low. But this is hardly a 
correct mode of speaking. It would be more true to say that there 
is no public opinion at all. There hardly can be any, while fhere is 
no common action, and while reference to the subject is studioudy 
shunned. We all are conscious how much we owe to public opinion 
in other departments of morals. In matters of truth and honesty, it 
is at once a great educator and a strong support of the individual 
conscience. But, where purity is concerned, it supplies no education 
and gives no support. A man who desires to rise above the conven¬ 
tional level of his own immediate surroundings, finds no rallying 
point. Here is an artisan engaged (we will say) in a great factory 
or workshop, where many hundreds of hands—men and boys—are 
employed. The language bandied about is foul in the extreme, and 
the evil is not always confined to language. This state of things is 
loathsome to him. It so happens that not a few others think as he 
thinks. But they are isolated units. There is nothing to bring 
them into communication. If they could only combine, a reform 
would soon be effected, notwithstanding the odds against them. 
Purity is stronger than impurity, as truth is stronger than falsehood. 
It has the strength of ten.^' This is only one instance out of 
many (and it is not an imaginary instance), where combination is 
needed. The White Cross Army, besides setting an ideal definitely 
before the individual, secures the strength which resides in the union 
of numbers. 

In the short space and time which alone I could command I have 
not been able to do more than indicate in outline the methods and 
the aims of the White Cross movement. I sincerely trust that the 
shook caused by recent disclosures may have the effect of stimulating 
men widely to action in this direction. If this should be the result, 
they will indeed have deserved our gratitude. The White Cross 
movement has the advantage of flexibility. ' It may be worked as a 
parochial or a town organization, or both, as circumstances dictate. 
As a parochial organization, it may be grafted on some existing guild 
or society, or it may be worked independently, as is found con¬ 
venient. It may be connected with the Church of England Purity 
Society, or it may be erected on a narrower or a broader religious 
basis, as its promoters desird The one characteristic, which we 
regard as distinctive of White Cross fellowship, is the adherence to 
the fivefold pledge. On this we are obliged to insist in every case. 

I venture earnestly to press the subject on all whose position or 
influence cemstitutes them guardians of morality*—on the clergy of 
the Church of England especially. The Church, we are answered, is 

T 2 
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itself a Parity Society. Just so; and fortius very reason it be* 
coMes tbe Church to give special emphasis to an article of primary 
importance in the moral code, which has been shamefully neglected. 
I have thought much over the subject, and I do not see how it can 
be emphasized with a greater prospect of success than in the manner 
indicated. Si quid novisti any one can show us any 

better course, let him speak out in the name of God. Only there 
must be no postponement. The moral indignation excited by recent 
disclosures is God’s opportunity. The tide is flowing now, but it 
will soon cease to flow. One thing we must not, cannot do. We 
will not fold our hands and cry hush. The accursed thing is in our 
tents; wc know it; and we dare not be accomplices of Achan’s 
guilt. 

J. B. Dunelm. 



CONTEMPORARY LIFE AND THOUGHT 

IN GERMANY. 


D UKING the last six months foreign affairs in Germany have 
nearly attained that phase wliich Mr. Gladstone, in one t)f his 
Midlothian speeches of 1879, considered to be the ideal one, when he 
eaid, ** I am very much disposed to say of foreign allairs, what Pericles 
said of women : Their great merit was to be never heard of.” The 
only exception was Prince Bismarck^s slight passage of arms with 
Lord Granville on colonial affairs in the two Parliaments, and in white- 
books versus blue-books. The difference, however, turned out to be 
rather a misunderstanding, the British Foreign Secretary being able 
to assert that he had never received the German note of May 5,1884, 
in which the Chancellor had exposed his colonial views, and the neglect 
of which he keenly resented. Count Munster had believed it to be 
intended for his private guidance, and had not delivere*d it to the 
Foreign Office. I have mentioned in my last review (November, 1884) 
that the Ambassador's position was shaken, his master complaining of 
his lukewarm treatment of the Augra-Pequena affair. Prince Bismarck 
no\» proposed his recall, which, however, was not sanctioned by the 
Bmperor, but he had to submit a second time to the humiliation of 
being set aside by Count Herbert Bismarck, who, coming toaLondon, ’ 
speedily effected a satisfactory settlement >vith Lord Granville; a 
frontier of the two respective possessions in New Guinea and West 
Africa has been agreed upon, and the long-standing German claims 
on the Fiji Islands have been adjusted by the British Government . 
paying £10,000 to the German settlers according to the award of a 
joint commission. 

English papers have since complained of the unfriendly tone in 
which the German press mostly discussed the Anglo-Russian dispute 
in Central Asia, and the fact cannot be denied that the most influential 
organs, particularly the inspired ones, sided with Russia, but too much 
stress should not be laid on this feature. In the first place it must be 
considered that the bulk* of German readers blindly follow, in foreign 
affairs, the lead of Prince Bismarck's well-established mastership, and 
that in particular the editors depend entirely upon the news given to 



270 


the contemporary review. 


them, by the Foreign Office. A few yean ago ajnuch more bitter 
' feeling seemed ito be directed against Ruasiaj and ostensible public 
opinion coincided then as now with official policy. Secondly^ there 
can be no doubt that the Chancellor, who is largely actuated by pex^ 
sonal feelings, has no predilection for the late English Premier. The 
very natures of the two statesmen are antagonistic; to the broad 
positivism of the one, treating politics simply as dynamics aUd dealing 
exclusively with facts, believing in intelligent force rather than, in 
popular opinion, the other’s inveterate love of verbal hairsplitting 
ambiguities, his habit of taking a sentimental view of public affairs and 
his habitual .deference to popular flattery and clamour must be repug¬ 
nant. Yet Prince Bismarck is too much of a German statesman to 
complain if the majority of the English electorate preferred Mr. 
Gladstone to Lord Beaconsfield, provided the first was inclined to 
maintain the good understanding between the two countries aa estab¬ 
lished at the Congress of Berlin. But the British Premier reversed 
with ostentation his predecessor’s policy of cultivating a close under¬ 
standing with Germany and Austria. Although ou accession to office 
he had to apologize to the Austrian Ambassador for his famous 
Hands off,” he virtually maintained his policy of countenancing the 
rising nationalities in south-eastern Europe and thwarting the influence 
of Austria on the Balkan peninsula, a policy the consequence of which 
was simply to replace England’s prestige at Constantinople by that of 
Germany. Nevertheless, when public opinion forced Mr. Gladstone 
to intervene in Egypt, Prince Bismarck warmly seconded this action, 
and made it no secret that he would consent to an English protec¬ 
torate on the Nile, although he justly advised that this should be 
done with the connivance of the Porte. After the battle of Tel-el- 
Kebir, the Duke of Connaught received the Prussian military order 
“ Pour le m^rite,” a distinction rarely given to foreigners. But how 
was that advance met by the British (Tovemment ? Speaking in 
December, *18b2, shortly before entering the Cabinet, Lord Derby 
said: ** The policy which aimed at the establishment of some kind of 
English protectorate in Egypt is pressed upon us by politicians, more 
abroad than at home, to whom it would be an advantage, or at least a 
satisfaction, to break up the good understanding between EngUndsand 
France. To the party of absolutism and reaction throughout Europe 
'it would4>e a real triumph if the two great nations* in Euroyp jcould 
be.set by. the ears.” Now, is it astonishing that such language gave 
offence at Berlin ? Moreover, the accusation is unjust. Prince Bis¬ 
marck has never tried to embroil the relations of England and France; 
on the contrary, he wished to keep both countries well united, in order 
that England might.control any Chauvinist movements of the French 
policy. Mr. Gladstone seemed determined to maintain a close alliance 
with Republican France, and the end was the disruption of the London 
Conference of 1884, which left the relations between the two Govern¬ 
ments more strained than they ever were under Lord Beaconsffeld’a 
administration. It was but natural that Prince Bismarck, thus finding 
himself unable to get what he wanted with En^and, tried to achieve 
his aims without her and proffered his hand to France, an offer which 
was gladly accepted at Paris. But for all that it would be an error to 
think that the Chancellor is bent' on injuring or humiliating the 



UFB AND THQVGNf ik iSiBRUANY. 


m 


ancient and natural ally of Germany, nor is ^re dny itt-feeling 
against England in tbe German nation; and this will becontie Oridont 
when the irritating incidents of the last few years are suffered gradu¬ 
ally to disappear. We can quite conceive that the new colonial policy 
of Germany was a surprise to England, and that Lord Derby had 
no idea " that we were thoroughly in earnest in claiming a stare in 
the occupation of uncivilized districts. It is also quite conceivable that 
English public opinion was annoyed at the correspondence between 
Bismarck and the Foreign Office, in which the latter did not stand 
out in a brilliant position, but if the repeated disclaimers of any 
jealousy of Germany are true, such passing clouds will not be able to 
disturb the good relations of the two countries. England has always 
claimed the right of colonizing uncultivated countries without a settled 
government, and she cannot deny the same right to Germany under equal 
conditions; and if she cannot prevent the founding of German colonies, 
it will be much better to admit the fact with good grace and to recog¬ 
nize the Germans as friendly allies in the work of civilization. Besides, 
1 am inclined to think that the late misunderstandings arose much 
more from the action of subordinate English agents abroad, who abused 
their official position in order to thwart objects of legitimate German 
enterprise, than from any jealousy of the British Government or any 
ill-will of the British people. English colonists know too well by 
experience that the Germans are excellent settlers for converting any 
savage region into a colony, and that German colonies will be good 
customers. England cannot do the whole work. Germans will be 
better neighbours than savages or Portuguese, and in admitting them 
to their proper share, England will not be limited in her natural 
expansion. The world is large enough for the energies of both nations, 
and the Congo Conference has slibwu that we do not desire to exclude 
by artificial barriers the competition of other nations, as is the custom 
with France and Portugal, A fair field and no favour ip the essence 
of free trade, and as foreigners can trade in English colonies and with 
them on the same conditions as do the* English, we are ready to 
exercise reciprocity. 1 admit that English statesmen are obliged to 
deal tenderly with the susceptibilities and even with the prejudices of 
British colonies in questions influencing their welfare, but I should 
think that these difficulties will disappear with the evolution of 
colonial federation. As soon as there shall be a Colonial Council, 
in which the self-governed colonies are represented, and which is in 
close connection with the Imperial Government, the colonies will 
adapt their policy to the genersd policy of England, and we shall hear 
no more of one-sided attempts of a colony to annex territories without 
the sanction of the Colonial Office. Besides, whatever may be the 
ardour for acquiring colonies, Germany will find th&t the rose is* not 
without thorns, that it is a costly experiment requiring a vast outlay, 
which will only pay in the long run. Wo have how quite enough 
work in hand; and England, which has just proclaimed its protectorate 
over an African country as large as France, need not fear to find its 
lion^s share in foreign parts curtailed by German enterprise. 

For all these reasons I cannot apprehend a real estrangement 
between the two countries on Account of colonial rivalry; on the 
contrary, 1 believe that the change of Ministry in England, if it pravei 
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to be & lasting one^ vill not only speedily diapel tbe romaining clouds, 
but will lead to the re-establiabment of a close understanding. Whatever 
may have been the runaours set afloat as to the three Emperors meeting 
at Skiernevice, it cannot be contested that it was only by drawing 
nearer to Germany and Austria that Russia was enabled to concentrate 
all her aggressive power in Central Asia. Ever since the accession of 
Mr. Gladstone to power Russia lias been advancing in those parts, 
until she realized, what in 1S7S the Premier treated as ''a set of old 
wives’ fables/' and has become the neighbour of Afghanistan. But if 
Lord Salisbury should, as is generally expected in this country, revert 
to Lord Beacensficld's policy^ of a close understanding with Germany 
and Austria, the relations of these two Powers to Russia will undergo 
a vast change. Prince Bismarck has made no secret of it that he prefers 
the English alliance to that of Russia, and only accepted the latter as 
a pis-alUrt necessitated by the Gladstonian policy. Thus the whole 
European constellation would be changed, and it is for this reason that 
the result of the coming English elections is awaited with anxious 
attention in Germany, for they will be decisive not only for the future 
of the British Empire, but also for the future of European politics. 

The Colonial question has remained one of the leading features of 
German policy during the last six months. Berlin saw within its 
walls a second and larger Congress, convened by the youngest colonial 
Power together with its oldest antagonist. Even the United States 
have in this instance broken with their policy of abstention, and their 
representatives took an active part in the negotiations. It will 
not be without interest to glance at the diifercnt positions taken by 
the several Powers in the Conference. Portugal, Turkey, and Russia, 
represented the reactionary policy of maintaining superannuated 
historical claims. The first, having failed to secure its pretensions to 
dominiou over the Congo coast, endeavoured to save as much as 
possible. The Porte protested against the extension of a free-trade 
convention to the sources of the Nile, which was a Turkish river, and 
claimed protection eventually also for Mussulman missionaries. Russia 
protested against the Danube being cited as a precedent and example 
of the conventional liberty of navigation, the relations of thi/s stream 
being founded on exceptional circumstances. To these retrogressive 
Powers Italy presented a striking contrast, having, at the time of the 
Conference, not yet launched into its adveuturous policy in Red 
Sea. Signor Mancini's plenipotentiaries were foremost in advocating 
humanitarian principles on the largest scale, and they found support 
in a more practical shape iu their American colleagues, advised by 
Stanley's experience. England's position was at the beginning that of 
a rather morose rcsoive; she had accepted, only with reluctance, the 
invitation of FraAce and Germany to an international colonial meeting, 
the first representing the principle of protectionist exclusiveness in her 
colonies, the latteftr being a mere colonial stripling. British interests 
on the Niger being secured, and free-trade being proclaimed as the 
leading principle of the Congo dominion, this position gave way to a 
cordial support of the great work undertaken by the Conference. 
France, ably represented by Baron Courcel, who presided over the 
labours of the Commission, has iindoubtedlv carried off the lion's 
ehs^e; for the new Congo State, in order to ootain its universal tecog- 
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Kition and ^ess to thesea^ vu obliged to give np large tracts, in 
which the Assdeiatipo by great .sicrific^ had'^bunded ^setttem^ts» to 
that Poiyer, which, ij sending De Brazza, endeavoored to reap what 
King Leopold and Stanley hod sown., Qermany'a position, in presence 
of these conflicting tendencies, was that of a general moderator, advo¬ 
cating and formulating leading principles, and supported by repre¬ 
sentatives of the United States and Belgium, the latter whom, 
Baron Lambermont, was entrusted with, and in a raosteriy style 
carried out, the drafting of the Treaty, Thus, at length, the work was 
Achieved,-crowning the generous endeavours and large sacrifices of 
King Leopold. The sovereign of the new African State has founded 
a second Belgium in the torrid zone, just as in the Middle Ages the 
Teutonic orders founded the colonies of Prussia and Tuvland on the 
shores of the Baltic. No one can doubt that the result of the Berlin 
Conference, notwithstanding its shortcomings, represents a great step 
in international progress. 

As to German colonization, the Chancellor has been obliged to 
extend considerably the programme which he drew up in the Reichstag 
on June 24, 1884. At that date he intended to leave’the task of 
founding colonies, as well as of governing them, to private'enterprise, 
restricting the action of the Empire to the granting of charters, and 
protecting the settlements as far as could be done without standing 
garrisons. But a meeting of Hamburg merchants, which he convened 
last autumn, declare4 that a colony could not be governed by private 
settlers, it required an Imperial governor, able to exercise jurisdiction, 
and to enforce it by a staff of police. This view was willingly adopted 
by the Chancellor, who, in the meantime, had seen that he liad never 
touched a more-responsive chord in the hearts of his countrymen than 
when he began to open to them the prospect of an extension beyond 
the seas; and at his request funds were unanimously voted for 
the organization of a regular government in the Camcroons and 
Angra-Pequeua. On the other hand, the Governmeni;, while granting 
a charter to a company which had acquired large tracts of land on 
the eastern coast of Africa, was led to take the initiative in New 
Guinea, by securing a part of that large island, which is now going to 
be cultivated by German capitalists. 

This extension of the colonial programme led to supplementary votes 
for the increase of the navy, and to the subsidizing of Transatlantic lines 
of steamers. The Bill of last Session, w'hich simply gave carte blancfie 
to the Chancellor to grant such subventions to the amount of 
4,400,000 m.has been greatly improved in committee, where a closer dis¬ 
cussion of the facts led to au approach between the divergent opinions. 
The projected African line was abandoned, and the subvention limited 
to two lines between Germany and Eastern Asia and Australia, with 
branch lines to Corea and Japan, and to the Samoa and Tonga islands, 
besides a branch line from Trieste to Alexandria via Brindisi. It was 
acknowledged that only ships able to compete in every point with the 
English and French lines could serve the intended purpose, and it was, 
therefore, enacted that the average speed should be at least 11^ knots. 
The ships are bound to touch at a Dutch or Belgian port, these being 
the outlets of the industry of Western Germany; all new ships of the 
two lines are to be built at German wharfs, and must measure at least 
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3,000 registered tons for the traffic with China and Austria, and 1,000 
to 1,590 tons for the branch lines. Among the competing companies 
the Bremen North German Lloyds has been chosen, with the 
obligation to forward goods from and to Hamburg free of charge, and 
it is confidently expected that, with the re-establishment of peace 
between France and China, the German commerce with Eastern Asia 
will assume increased dimensions. 

Turning to internal politics, the great event of the last period has 
been the elections for the Reichstag. They have ratified my belief, 
expressed in October, 1884, that the relative force of parties^ould be« 
but slightly changed. Nevertheless, the nature of this change is 
characteristic. The numbers of the Conservatives and of the Centre 
have remained nearly unchanged; the Progressist party has suffered a 
severe loss, but not for the benefit of the'National Liberals patronized 
by Government. It was the Social Democrats who took their places 
and polled 650,000 votes, as against 493,477, 437,158, and 311,961 in 
1877, 1878, and 1881 respectively. Thus they muster 50,000 votes 
more than before the enactment of the law against theiA. Hamburg 
returned tMrt> Socialist candidates and the third was beaten only by 780 
votes. They have won twenty-four seats, and if members were chosen by 
the votes given for their party throughout, they would command forty-five 
to fifty seats. Now it is not the presence of these men in the Reid stag 
which constitutes the danger; in the parliament of a country numbering 
thousands of small proprietors, revolutionary theories are not likely to 
succeed; but it is the spreading of their doctrines among the labouring 
classes that i? alarming, for they are a party whom it is impossible ‘ 
satisfy. Their creed compels them to regard every concession not 
the basis of a final compromise, but as the starting-point for new 
demands; and they have the great advantage over politicians, who 
may be called upon to put their theories into practice, that they have 
not to inquire whether any manufacturer would be able to go on under 
the conditions op which they insist, but only to consult the wishes of 
their misguided followers, and therefore they will every time outbid 
any proposed measures of social reform. What they ask is, that all 
capital should be seized by the State, that the State alone should direct 
the processes of industry and trade, and that tlie profits of labour 
should be evenly distributed among the producers. With such demands 
practicable schemes of reform appear to be hardly worth speaking 
about, and as a matter of fact Socialists have never professed to tni£k 
that they are of any real importance. Besides, the nature of the 
Chancellor’s reforms, and still more of his promises for the future, is 
water on the Socialist’s mill. The immense injustice of the present 
distribution of wealth, which is the cardinal point of modern socialism 
and of its successful propaganda, is recognized in principle, and yet 
exceptional measures are obtained against the Social Democrats, by 
which they consider themselves to be outlawed. Thus, State socialism 
has given to social democracy what always lends the strongest impulse 
to revolutionary movements—the sting of suffering injustice, and at 
the same time the acknowledgment of the intrinsic justice of its 
demands; yet no social reforma will*ever be able to fulfil the expects^ 
tions which are excited, and thus Brince Bismarck, by his attempts to 
crush and at the same time to pacify the Socialists, has only strengthened 
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them. The reforms will be considered as feeble instalmeatei wrung 
from the brightened upper classes, and will be used as admi^ons of 
the truth of socialistic doctrines. However, there must be a term 
to such experiments, and then it will be seen whether the struc¬ 
ture of the State will be strong enough to resist the disappointment 
of the roused appetite of the masses. But the proposed remedies will 
not even temporarily meet their intended purpose, and tha elections 
show that the socnal reforms of the Chancellor have made no impres¬ 
sion on the masses. The promise of short hours has a more .oireot 
|cbarm for most labourers than the prospect of suppOTt in sickness or 
old age; if this were not the case there would be more thrift' and leas 
poverty than is to be found anywhere. The Chancellor has acknow¬ 
ledged the right to labour unconditionally; but he most unexpectedly 
opposed a motion destined to secure the Sunday’s rest to the labourer. 
After giving an overcharged description of the English Sunday, and 
ridiculing its gloomy character as compared with the merry rejoicings 
of people at Berlin, he asked whether the majority of the labourers 
were prepared to have a loss of 14 per cent, of theif yearly earnings 
made compulsory; he further expressed the fear that the interdiction 
of labour on Sundays would diminish the exports of Germany* Now 
no one in the Reichstag had pleaded for a compulsory ascetic Sabbath; 
the caricature which the Chancellor gave of an English Sunday, where, 
he said, it was forbidden to whistle in the open air, was simply a pre¬ 
text for opposing the plan in the interest of the manufacturers. Bat 
surely he ought to have asked himself why the Sunday’s rest did not 
,^ul4/nage the English export trade, nor reduce the much higher wages of 
'i .^'figlish labourers. It is a notorious fact, that a reduction of the time 
of labour is in no wise tantamount to a reduction of wages, the work¬ 
ing capacity of the labourer being heightened by the rest; the perma¬ 
nent interest of the manufacturer is to have a class of labourers sound 
in body and mind, and even if he should be obliged to pay somewhat 
higher wages in proportion to the time of labour, thi| will not impair 
his power of competition. Moreover, work on Sundays is fortunately 
already exceptional in Germany, the labourer insisting on havipg his 
holiday; so that its general prohibition by law, necessary exceptions 
being always admitted, could in no wise aifect the rate of wages at large. 
These being well-established facts, the inquiry which the Chancellor 
proposed as to what the working classes desire in that respect, is per¬ 
fectly superfluous, and a mere pretext for procrastination. 

And strangely enough, while professing this anxiety for the labourer’s 
wages and the manufacturer's ability to export, the Chancellor con¬ 
tinues to raise the duties on the necessaries of life, thus taxing the very 
poorest classes. Knowing full well what effect the proposal to raise the 
duty on corn would have at the elections, tlie Government, with signal 
bad faith, by its accredited organs, flatly denied its intention to do so. 
But soon after the meeting of the Reichstag a motion was brought for¬ 
ward. for raising not only the duty on wheat from 1 to 3 m., but 
also that on rye from ^ m. to 3 m,. The Government gladly con¬ 
sented, and as a clause of the treaty of commerce of 1883 with Spain 
fixed the duty on rye at ^ m., and the most favoured nations were 
entitled to the same privilege, the Chancellor induced the Cabinet of 
IVCadrid to cancel that clause by granting a reduction of duties on articles 
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of Spanish production. This transaction^ which shows that eren the 
diplomatic action of the Chancellor is entirely subject to the lauded and 
agricultural interest, is of a most serious nature. The partisans of the 
new duty deny its influence on the price of corn, and for this purpose 
adduce the latest prices of rye in the Berlin market They were in 
September, ISH-t, 137.25 m.; in January, 1885,143.50 m.; in February, 
140.25 m,,,and in March, after the increase of the duty, 145.25 m.; 
which, as they say, proves that the duty has not raised the price. 
But this way of arguing is fallacious; no one has maintained that the 
establishment of a duty instahtly raises to its full amount the price of 
an article; prices are influenced by many other factors; but it is a 
truth borne out by statistics that the duty always increases to its full 
amount the price in the protected market, as compared wit^i markets 
free of duty. This is proved by comparing the prices in the free 
port of Bremen with those of the Berlin market. The average prices 
for J,000 kilos of rye were— 



Bremen. 

Betlih. 


In 1879 . . 

134.lGni. 

132.81 m. 

f After the intro- 

, Sept. 1884 , 

129.25 

1.37.25 ■ 

1 duotlon oft duty 

\ 0(10 m. 

, Jan. 1885 . 

3.U25 

143.50 


Feb. 1885 . 

1.3.5.00 

140.25 


March, 188.“j 

122.00 

145.25 


April, 1885 

121,00 

147.80 



Thus in 1879, when the import of coni was free, the price of rye iu 
Berlin was 1.35 m. less than in Bremen; in September, 1884, with a 
duty of 10 m., this relation was reversed, tlic price in Berlin being 
8 m. higher than in Bremen; with a duty of 30 m. this difference 
reached 23.25 m. in March, and 20.80 m, in April, 1885. Therefore, 
although the cancelling of the Spanish clause had not yet come into 
effect, and consequently the import of rye from all the most favoured 
countries'at a ra^ of 10 m. was still allowed, the inland price differed 
from that of the world's markets by nearly the whole amount of the 
duty. Moreover, the duty raising the general inland price destroys 
the export trade of corn. Hitherto all tlie Baltic ports have largely 
exported wheat to England, but at the above-named prices they cau no 
longer compete with America and India. 

It is a perfect contradiction to maintain alternately tliat^*’be duty 
is necessary for German agriculture, and that it will not raise ine price 
of bread, as it is paid by the importing foreign countries. If this was 
the case, if the duty did not raise the price of foreign imported corn, 
which otherwise would be able to compete with the inland product, 
what good could it do to German agriculture, complaining of low 
prices? Nor is in this instance the argument applicable, which is 
generally put/orward by Protectionists, that the duty is calculated to 
develop the home industry in order to enable it to compete with im¬ 
ported gpods in the home markets. The duty is not meant to,giv6 
German agriculture time to improve its modes of production, but' 
falls entirely on the consumers, and especially on the wage-earning 
classes, and must either take away part of the wages or increase them, 
and thus cripple German industry, The former alternative is the more 
likely, and is so much the harder that theGerman workman is undeniably 
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as a rule overworked and underfed. As, to landed proprietors, it is 
proved by statistics that three-fourths of them do not seU corn, or if 
they do/have to buy the bread at enhanced prices; thus the profit 
of the duty falls to the larger proprietors, who claim the righk.to have 
what they call a fair rent guaranteed by the State, just as Sir Bobert 
Peel, before his conversion to free trade, said, that the corn laws were 
necessary for maintaining the English aristocracy.' And wh^t is true 
of corn is still more so of timber, the duties on which bavh also been 
greatly raised, the forests belonging exclusively to large landowners or 
to the State, although German inc^stry is obliged to dr.aw large quan¬ 
tities of wood from foreign parts. The necessary corollary of. .these 
agricultural duties, which arc the main feature of the new tariff, was 
an enormous iucrease of duties on industrial articles, promoted by an 
extra-parliamentary committee, called, a non litcenUo, the free 
union, but representing in fact a coalition of interests, and in most 
instances simply ratified by Government. It is much to be dpnbted 
whether German industry will derive any real benefit from this produc- 
tive system; it cannot live upon the overstocked home market, but, 
as the Chancellor himself acknowledged, must principally look to the 
export of its products. But foreign countries retort upon this raising 
of German duties on their articles of import by increasing the duties 
on German products. Russia has already done so. Austria has de¬ 
clared her intention to follow. France and Belgium have raised their 
duties on sugar and spirits, principally introduced from Germany. Is 
it not a strange contradiction, that the same Government which sub¬ 
sidises the St. Gothard railway and Transatlantic lines of steamers, tries 
to shut its markets to the imports arriving by these means of communi¬ 
cation,and establishes a protective system at home, while helping to in¬ 
troduce free-trade in Africa? Is it not a further contradiction th&t 
the same Oovernnaeat which proclaims its anxiety to promote the wel-. 
fare of the working classes, and acknowledges the^right to labour, 
should tax their food and the raw materials of industry for the benefit 
of capitalists, while sugar and spirits, which might furnish a lar^e 
revenue, remain untaxed ? The tax on home-grown sugar was fixed in 
18G9 at 80 pfennigs per cwti of beetroot, and an export bounty of 9 m. 
40 pf. was accorded for a cwt. of raw sugar, on the assumption that 
12^ cwt. of beetroot would yield one cwt. of sugar. But the progress 
of technical inventions changed this figure from to 9^, conse¬ 
quently the exchequer no longer got ^ 80 pf. = 10 m., but only 
9^ X 80 pf. =: 7.80 m. for a cwt. of raw spgar, and this profit was further 
enhanced by the fact that the newly invented process enabled the pro¬ 
ducers to .draw a considerable quantity of sugar from the molasses 
which was entirely untaxed, while they got for this untaxed as well as for 
the undertaxed sugar the export bounty of 9.40 m. The producers thils 
made enormous profits, the sugar companies paying dividends up to 40 per 
cent.; but the revenue declined, yet the Prussian Government obsti¬ 
nately refused to raise the tax .proportionately. The consequence was, 
that the revenue declined in 1881 by 8^ million, and in ltl84 by 21 
million marks, and that in the sugar industry, allured by th6 large 
g^ins, an overproduction ensued which ruined that industry. Germany 
has overflowed the foreign markets with cheap sugar^ but with the 
present low prices the industry yields no profits, and a number of large * 
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esUblishments have become bankrupt. It in the same with spirits. 
The tax was established at the rate of 26.21 m. per hectolitre alcohol 
of 60 degreesi but the large distilleries now obtain 80 degrees, and 
consequently pay proportionally less. England draws from spirits 
(licenses not included) ; Russia, 250,291,880 roubles; 

France, 237,500,000 francs; Holland, with a population of 4^ millions, 
22,000,000 fl. j Germany, with 46 millions of inhabitants, only 
40,000,000 m. (£2,000,000), little more than from the salt-tax, and this 
with a production of 3|- mill, hectolitres pure alcohol worth 200 mill, m., 
,and with ever-increasing drunkenness. Sugar and spirits might easily 
yield 250 millions, and thus, with an increased beer-tax, as is the case 
in other countries, form a broad basis of indirect taxation; but the 
Chancellor refuses to touch the spirit duty, because the large distilleries 
of the eastern provinces, which monopolize the market, are in the 
hands of the great landed proprietors. Thus it may be said without 
exaggeration, that what the Government calls social reform has mainly 
turned to the benefit of the coalition of capitalists, the possessors of 
large estates, and the great manufacturers, the only feeble progress in 
positive reform being the extension of the insurance against accidents 
to the carrying trades. 

A comparatively satisfactory arrangement has been arrived at by the 
new law on stamp-duties, or, as it is called in Germany, Boersen-Steuer 
(exchange-duty). The fixed stamp introduced by the law of July 1, 
1881, had not proved very productive, and there was general complaint 
that the large profits of speculators on the Exchange remained untaxed, 
while the transfer of land was subject to an ad valorem duty. The 
obvious dilficulty was to hit the real profits, because the transfer of 
mobile capital may result in a positive loss, and even where profitable, 
the profits of such transactions, are not proportionate to the amount 
of the capital transferred, so that such a duty might cripple commerce 
and drive it toother places. It was suggested that a lump-sum 
might be imposed on this kind of business in general, to be raised 
by the different Exchanges, but as no definite tax-payers could be 
designated, the distribution of that sum was found impracticable. 
A tax on values quoted at the Exchange, such as exists in France, 
would only strike the possessors of public funds and shareholders, 
and not the Exchange business proper. Thus a percentage duty 
on the act of transfer seemed the only one feasible; but in order 
to-meet the above-named objections, and in particular spare 
the premium on bills of exchange and public funds, by which the 
international transfer and adjustment of values is effected, the duty 
was fixed at only 1 and 2 per mille. of the respective transactions, 
and the foRowing operations were altogether exempted: (1.) 
All business not exceeding the value of 600 m. (2.) All business in 
bills of exchange. (3.) All transfer of foreign bank-notes or money, 
and of bar gold or silver, if sold for cash and deliverable on the day 
of purchase. (4.) All purchases of goods produced by one of the 
contracting parties. (5.) All purchases of goods not quoted habitually 
at the^ Exchange. It must be acknowledged that the two last exemp¬ 
tions are rather arbitrary. In consequence of (4) the purchase of oottop, 
petroleum, for^gn coal or yam, is to be taxed, while that of ^German 
corn, wool, oil, coal or iron will be free, mainly in the interest of 
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landed proprietors and mine-ovnersj and as to (5) the coatomary 
quotations of goods differing very much at the different Exchanges, 
merchants going to the one may escape the tax which they woi^ hare 
to pay at the other. These are inconsistencies which d^anid readjust¬ 
ment, to be found in a general law on the organization of German 
Exchanges, while the exemptions under —3, sparing the Intimate 
premium, are evidently just and leave the preiwm on funds atone 
subject to the duty, which it can bear very well, conseqdently the 
stock-jobbers of the Berlin and Frankfort Exchanges complain much 
more of the law than the merchants of Hamburg and Bremen.. At ^ 
present the following transactions are subject to a duty of 1 per mille: 
(1) purchases of foreign bank-notes or money not for cash;- (2) 
purchases of public funds, shares, &c.; purchases of goods habitniJly 
quoted at the respective Exchanges, and not prodticed by one of the 
contracting parties, pay 2 per mille. These transactions are made 
liable to duty by the obligation to record the business done in a final 
note, stating the names of the contracting parties, their residence and 
the conditions of the business, particularly the price and the time of 
delivery, failing which a fine of fifty times the amount of the duty will 
be exacted. It may be mentioned that the Econormat, which ia 
certainly not suspected of any hostility to mobile capital, has lately 
advocated for England also an ad valorem duty on all transfers of 
shares and public funds with compulsory final notes, without which no 
contract should be valid. 

Little real progress has been made towards the establishment of peace 
between State and Church. The Curia lias indeed accepted the Bishop 
of Ermland, Dr. Krementz, as successor to the Archbishop of Cologne, 
IVfelchers, who will be made a Cardinal, but it has refused the Prussian 
candidate for the See of Posen, Canon Wanjura; and Prussia on her 
side refuses to sanction the appointment of a Polish priest to that 
place, on which the Pope insists. The negotiations had thus come to 
a standstill; but just now the Pope has so far given way as to fill the 
See of Cologne, without an understanding being arrived at ,as to 
Posen. Archbishop Melchers has resigned his seat, and is to be 
made a Cardinal, and his successor will be proclaimed in the liext 
Consistory. The Federal Council has refused a second time to accede 
to the resolution of the Beichstag demanding the repeal of the law 
which permits the banishment of Catholic priests, the Chancellor 
being angry at the support given by the Centre party to progressionist 
candidates; yet the new Beichstag was scarcely assembled, when not-, 
withstanding the violent protest of Prince Bismarck, it passed for the 
third time a resolution to the same e^ect. But the House of Deputies 
rejected Dr. Windthorst’s renewed motion to revoke the stoppage of 
ecclesiastical salaries in all dioceses, and to sanction the lilKirty of 
administering sacraments. These signs of the times are not promising. 
Moreover, the Chancellor has expressly declared in a speech of 
December 3,1884<, that he wishes to maintain, for party reasons, the 
Centre party, which is kept together only by the Cultur^mpf, that he 
would regret very much its dissolution, because then its Progressist 
elements would join the Left, and the Conservative members,,deprived 
of the support of the cler^, woqld perhaps disappear. For this 
purpose a small residuum of Culturkampf was necessary, and therefore 
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he was not inclined to extinguish altogether the flame of the ecclesi¬ 
astical conflict, as the party would then no more be able to complain of 
religious persecution, and would consequently break up. It 'is impos¬ 
sible to sthte more cynically that for the Chancellor the whole cdnflict 
was always a combination for playing one party against the other. It is 
quite true, that in economical questions the leaders of the Centre find it 
difficult to maintain the unity of the party, the interests of Catholic 
Liberals being very different from those of the large proprietors in West¬ 
phalia, Silesia and Bavaria; but such is the discipline which Dr. Wind- 
thorst maintains, that the leader of the Conservative fraction, Baroh 
* Schorlemmer-Alst, has preferred resigning his seat toproving refractory 
to the dictatorship of the “little Excellency." In the same way, too, 
much stress should not be laid on the divergences of opinion which have 
broken out in the camp of the Social Democrats. In every revolution¬ 
ary party there arc diiferent shades of opinion, according to the more 
or less thorough-going energy with which its members pursue their 
purposes; such divergences have appeared among the Social Democrats 
from the beginning, Lassallo and Marx, Schweitzer and Bebel, Most. 
and Liebknecht alternately abused each other violently, but all this has 
not prevented the party from growing. In the same way there are now 
two fractions in the party, the ‘one figuring at least an intentiod to 
begin social reform on the basis of the present state of society, 
and the other frankly avowing its revolutionary tendencies. The latter, 
led by Bebel, Liebknecht and Vollraar, appealing to the instincts of the 
masses, probably has a larger following among the electors, but at 
present it is by far the weaker one in the lieichstag, and has been 
obliged to give way to the former; but such divisions will not diminish 
the strength of the party, which is not an artificial product of the 
leaders, but the result of the economical, political, social, and religious 
development of the times, 

A question which has yet not been discussed in the-Reichstag, but 
has caused much excitement, and is now occupying the Federal 
Counqil, is the^ Brunswick succession. The last reigning Duke of 
Brunswick died in October, 1884, without issue. According to the ‘ 
established order of succession, the Duke of Cumberland, only son of 
th*e late King of Hanover, was the heir to the ducal throne, and 
forthwith issued letters patent by which be declared that he was now 
the lawful Duke of Brunswick. But King George of Hanover had 
been at war with Prusria and had never made his peac e; aiy^after his 
death his son expressly maintained all his pretensions to tKe crown of 
Hanover, and consequently was considered by Prussia to be still at 
war with herself and the Germ|m empire, the constitution of which 
acknowledges Hanover as a Prussian province. It is true that in the 
above-mentioned letters patent of October 18, 1884, he declared his 
accession to the ducal throne of Brunswick conformably to the con¬ 
stitution of the duchy and of the empire, and this declaration 
involved, according to his adherents, the renunciation of the throne of 
Hanover; but Prussia denies this, and declares that even an express 
renunciation by the Duke would not put an end to the attempts of the. 
Guelphic party to sever Hanover from Prussia, Consequently, the 
ChaDcelfor has brought fiorward a motion in the Federal Council to 
exclude for ever the Duke or Cumberland from the Brunswick 
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saccefition; fot that purposQ»-Article 79 of the Imperial Copatitation/ 
which empowera the Council to decide litigioua questions between 
federal govemmentaj was interpreted in the rather strained aenae that 
the Council,must also hare power to prevent discnaaiona which would 
be sure to arise. That assembly has not endorsed this condiasion, but 
has nearly unanimously adopted the motion, a letter of the Didce of 
Cumberland to the Queen of England being pi^uced by the Brunswick 
Ministry, stating that even if he succeeded to the throne of Brunswick 
this would in no wise imply a resignation of his Hanoverian claima 
A retrospect of the last legislative session and a consideration of 
the present situation, suggest reflections which are not altogether of a 
pleasant nature. Germany, indeed, is strong and respected all over 
the world; she knows that her foreign relations are admirably managed, 
and that the centre of political gravity lies at Berlin. European 
combinations are swayed by the will of her Chancellor, who, as 
Mr. Goschen justly said in his Edinburgh speech of February 3, has • 
massed in his hands and united for common ^action more power than 
has been the case with any one man since the days of Napoleon I. 
The consciousness of this fact found an expression in the celebration 
of the Chancellor’s seventieth birthday on April 1, when a'sum of 
2,729,143 marks was presented to him by the German people, testify¬ 
ing their thankfulness for ail that he had done for the greatness of the 
fatherland. 1 am far from cavilling at these feelings. Prince Bis¬ 
marck has placed all the resources of his genius and all the passion of 
his fierce nature at the service of one cause, that of making the 
formerly weak and divided Germany into the‘mightiest State of the 
world. When people reflect on their present position and the qualities 
to which it is due, it is not wonderful that sober-minded Germans 
should regard their great Minister with feelings approaching some¬ 
times to idolatry. But there are serious drawbacks to this splendid 
position. This man, who directs foreign affairs with so much patient 
skiU, and only strikes when necessary, is impatient of qjl control in... 
internal affairs. It is most galling to him, that he who is swaying the 
politics of Europe, should be unable to prevent hostile votes in the 
Chamber; he declares that he will not endure to be controlled by a* 
majority; that a monarchy ceases to deserve the name when the 
Sovereign can be forced by the majority to dismiss his Ministers. 
Thus it would appear that England is no monarchy because the Queen 
has no longer in practice a veto on legislation, but that the citizens of 
the Unitbd States live under a monarchy, because the President has 
the veto aud cannot be forced by Congress to dismiss his Ministers, 
Nevertheless, the Chancellor is most anxious to secure a majority, 
and his whole internal policy is directed to that purpose. He takes it 
where he can get it—to-day by a combination of the Conservatives 
with the Centre, to-morrow by that of the Liberals and Conservatives; 
and if he docs not get it by playing off one party against the other, 
he speaks to the Reichstag in the tone which a schoolmaster uses to 
delinquent boys; he makes the opposition responsible for everything, 
calls it anti-national, and guided by petty motives; yet, if such was 
the case, it would be easy for him to defeat it, and he forgets that he is 
alone respomble for the collisions between the Legislature and the 
Government, for it was by him that the vicious system of universal 
VOL. XLvni. • u 
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suffrage Mfoa introduced. On the one hand, the large consistent policy 
of a statesman unshackled by parliamentary control, such as Bichdieu, 
is impossible for him, and he vill not shape his policy as a parliamen¬ 
tary leader like Sir Robert Peel or Cavour. On the other hand, he 
has against all his shortcomings in internal policy such a paramount 
reserve in his national and international greatness, that the opposition 
cannot *carry any positive reform in his teeth, but can only thwart 
those of his plans which seem objectionable to them. They have 
rejected the tobacco monopoly, but they cannot enforce against him 
the reform of the sugar and spirit duties, or the repeal of the harsh 
ecclesiastical laws, for he dominates the Federal Council, which must 
sanction the j)arliaiiientary vote. Thus Parliament, unable to achieve 
anything positive, becomes practically irresponsible and splits into 
groups, which, if their votes were effective, could not last as independent 
bodies for a week, and which consume their forces in the struggle to pre- 
• vent objectionable projects. Moreover, the Chancellors economical 
policy tends to destroy political ties by dissolving parties into groups 
of material interests, and the appeal to their selfish interests only 
strengthens the omnipotence of the State, by which those interests 
hope to achieve their purpose. This state of parties.is also the prin¬ 
cipal cause of the want of men competent to rule and guide. The 
Chancellor suppresses all rising talent, lest perchance it might thwart 
or supplant him; as soon as such forces appear he either presses them 
into his service or crushes them. Politics are thus doomed to sterility 
and produce no men who could take matters in hand; and what can 
injure a nation more than the decline in men at once competent, 
independent, and trusted by the people ? 

The dead season has begun earlier than in other years, but it bids 
fair to become a season of illustrious dead, for, indeed, death during 
the last few weeks has made terrible havoc among the paladins of the 
Empire. On June ,;?, died Prince Ilohenzollcrn, the last reigning 
prince of th^;t name, who, feeling that the days of petty sovereigns 
were gone, resigned in 1818 the government of his principality in 
favour of Prussia, and in 1859 did not deem it beneath his dignity to 
become the responsible chief of the first Liberal Ministry of the 
present king. He retained that post for several years, and when he 
found himself unable to inspire his colleagues with more energy, 
retired, and was appointed military governor of Rhineland and West¬ 
phalia. He withdrew from that office in 1871 on account i f ill-health, 
and passed his remaining years as a private nobleman, but exercised 
considerable influence through his relations with the Emperor—who 
considered him as his most intimate friend—the King of Saxony, 
and the Grand Duke of Baden, and through his vast acquaintance with 
the eminent men of our times. He was, moreover, not only an intelli¬ 
gent but also a most kind-hearted man, who used his great wealth in 
the noblest way, and will be regretted by all who knew him. 

If Prince HohenzoDcrn reached the age of 74, Prince Frederic 
Charles, who was carried away suddenly on June 15, was not past 
middle life. The characteristic of this man was, that he was at once a 
prince and a professional soldier in the strictest sense of the word. 
Although by temper an Absolutist, he never cared much for politics, 
but threw himself with passion into the military career. While still very 
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young he won his spurs in the campaign of 1849, against the rerolu* 
tion in Baden, where he had the audacity, justified by success, on the 
first occasion on which he was engaged to alter the orders given to 
him. From 1849 to 1863 he worked hard at his profession, and made a 
special study of the French army. In 1866 he was one of the victors of 
Sadowa; although he was justly accused^of having from jealousw of t^e 
prown Prince, begun the battle too soon. The part the "Bed Prince" 
playedinthe French war before Metz, andintheshatteringof thearmyof 
the Loire, is well known. Little was heard of him in later years, which 
offered no special scope for his energies. Prince Frederic Charles was 
not an amiable man, but domineering and rude even to coarseness, so 
that he w4s not even popular with the soldiers. Neither was he a great 
general, although he certainly thought himself one and in 1871 in¬ 
sisted upon being made a Field-Marshal, and receiving an allowance 
as a victorious commander. His rank helped him much, and he had 
a most able chief of the staff in General von Stichlc; but he was at 
least strategist and tactician enough to beat the enemy, and to take the 
fullest advantage of their mistakes. 

The coffin of the young Field-Marshal was not yet laid - in its 
grave, when on the 17th the news spread that a colleague of his, rich 
in years and honours, Baron Mantcuffcl, had suddenly died at Karlsbad. 
Having entered the Prussian army at an early age, Manteuffel distin¬ 
guished himself by his valorous conduct in 1848, and was appointed 
aide-de-camp to Frederic William IV. He was entrusted with several 
diplomatic missions during the Crimean war, and in 1867 was named 
chief of the military cabinet In this capacity he became the actual 
reorganizer of the Prussian army, which, with stern resoluteness, he 
weeded of all old officers incapable of active service, thus laying the 
foundation of its future achievements. At the same time he cannot 
be cleared from the reproach of having used this question of army reor¬ 
ganization for subverting the Liberal Ministry. Hesuccee^d; but,very 
much against his intention, only paved the way to power for Bismarck, 
who, as soon as he felt firm in the saddle, removed him from his con¬ 
fidential position near the king by appointing, him governor of 
Schleswig. When war was declared in 1866, Manteufiel forced the 
Austrians to retire from Holstein, brought about the capitulation of 
the Hanoverian army at Langciisalza, and occupied Frankfort. He 
was suddenly summoned to Berlin to be entrusted with a diplo¬ 
matic mission to St. Petersburg, in order to^ quiet the Bussian mis¬ 
givings at the Prussian victories, and to hint at the possibility of 
shaking off the shackles of the neutralization of the Black Sea im¬ 
posed by the treaty of 1856. In the French campaign he won the 
battle of Amiens, and then made his master-stroke—the flank march, 
by which he forced Bourbaki’s army to retire to Switzerland. After 
the peace he was appointed chief of the army of occupation in France, 
and in that position not only proved great administrative capacity, but 
won golden opinions even from the enemy. As a striking proof of 
this it may be alleged, that when the army was to withdraw from 
French soU, Thiers sent him a copy of his History of the Consulate and 
the Empire,” with the inscription—"A Mr. le gdndral Baron Manteuffel. 
en souvenir de son humaine et g^nereuse administration des provinces 
occupies fran^aiaes, son devoue A.Thiersj” thus paying a tribute of which 

u 2 
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Manteuffel was justly proud. *After his return to Berlin he was m^e 
a Field*Marsbal and received a dotation; but withdrew from active 
service till he was appointed^ in 1879^ governor of Alsace-Lorraine. 
It is still too early to pass a final judgment on his discharge of the 
difficult duties of that post; he has certainly committed faults, and 
was, perhaps, somewhat impatient to see the fruits of the harvest he 
had sown, but he was loved and respected by the population which 
seriously laments his loss. ■ 

Little is to be said of movements in the religious domain. The 
Culturkampf is in a period of stagnation, and the attempt to celebrate 
the anniversary of Gregory VIL's death, as a great Catholic event for 
Germany, proved a complete failure. The Liberal Protestant Union 
held its annual meeting at Hamburg, on May 29 and 30, but could 
only muster a very scanty attendance. The speakers were obliged to 
acknowledge that the movement had not answered their expectations, 
and ascribed this want of success to the hierarchical tendencies of the 
clergy. They were obliged to admit that the party had achieved next 
to nothing in the domain of practical charity, but pleaded as an excuse 
that their forces had been absorbed by the struggle which bad been 
forced upon them against the intolerance of the State Church. 
Professor Ffleidcrer admitted that the liberal parson was placed in a 
difficult position; if he maintained the Biblical phraseology he was 
considered not liberal enough; if he preached bare morals or indulged 
in polemics againsc revelation, his flock would desert him. This is, 
indeed, the crucial question for the soA^alled liberal Protestantism. One 
. can quite understand the critical standpoint of Strauss or Baur, but 
' might be at a loss to understand how it can engender religious enthu¬ 
siasm, and how men, who declare most of the Gospels to be apocryphal, 
can pretend to draw from them ‘^sources of light and force,as does 
Dr. Schwalb in his latest book, ^'Our Four Gospels.^^ If you speak 
Of the ** pious frauds ** of Christ, and call him '' Thaumaturge,'^ as 
Renan docs,(you have no longer a right to uphold that man as the 
ideal of humanity. This contradiction becomes fully more apparent in 
the sermon, which in its popular form can never answer the demands of 
scicntiiic criticism, and if it is reduced to moral exhortations cannot 
fulfil the religious wants of the hearers. 

In the literary domain we have to record two events. Leopold 
Ranke, now in his ninetieth year, who on April 1 celebrated the sixtieth 
anniversary of his professorship at the Univerity of Beiiln, has pub¬ 
lished the fifth part of his General History, and Theodore Mommsen, 
after a long pause, the fifth part of his Roman History, It is a 
signal merit of Ranke—who is crowning by this work a life of historio¬ 
graphy, just as Alexander von Humboldt, by his “Cosmos,” crowned 
his achievements in naturalscience—that he has put aside the customary 
divisions of classic antiquity, Middle Ages, and modern history. There 
are epochs in the course of events, but no periods independent in them¬ 
selves. Treating iu this volume the Arabian dominion and the empire 
of Charlemagne, Ranke shows bow the old Roman empire was split up 
by a new division of the world, and lost one-half of its power to the 
Mussulman religion, which at the same time was a secular power, and 
the other half to the Occident, represented by the union of the Papacy 
with the Germanic and Latin nations. The Byzantine empire waa 
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weakenedby its struggle irith the Sassanide kingdom, and between 
ihe two there rose with irresistible power Islam, which found its limit 
of extension in the new Carlovingian empire. The Papacy, seeking in 
vain in Byzantium for protection against the attacks of the Mussul¬ 
mans—who destroyed ChristianitT, but at the same time saved it from 
its Italian enemies by laying the foundations of the temporal power in 
Africa an^ Asia—turned to the West, and transferred the empire to 
the Franks.' Its alliance and struggles with the German kingdom 
thenceforth dominated the history of Europe. It was a great revolution, 
for the Pope had no legitimate right, to carry out; yet it was no arbi¬ 
trary act but a necessary evolution, for the union of the s^itual and the 
secular powers was a necessity for the Western world, Ad alone gave 
' it the ft)rcc to resist the onslaught of Islam. Thus the equipoise, 
which is a lasting need of humanity and the condition of its free deve¬ 
lopment, was re-established for what we call the Middle Ages. We 
need scarcely say that Ranke in this volume displays all the gifts of 
his genius; he does full justice to the great men who appear as the 
incarnation of the epoch, yet he is no hero-worshipper, but shows that 
they are the products of their times. 

Mommsen, in his third volume, had brought his Roman. History 
down to the end of the Republic. After a pause of thirty years he 
publishes not the fourth but the fifth volume, the history of the 
Roman Provinces from Ciesar to Diocletian. The reason is, that 
while the history of the Roman emperors is generally known, the life 
of the provinces was nearly untrodden ground. Mommsen, by his 
long labours in research, had first to lay the foundations of this 
history. He has ransacked Italy, France, Spain, and the East, and 
collected the results in his great ''Corpus Inscriptionum." Only on this 
basis a solid historic superstructure was to be raised. He now shows 
the development of the provinces from the foundation of the Empire 
till its practical disruption by the transfer of the capital from Rome 
to Constantinople. He proves that this development was for the most 
part Independcqit of the change of governors at Rome, &nd resulted in 
the Romanization of the West and the Hellenization of the East. The 
least satisfactory chapter is that on the struggle of the Jewish people 
with the Roman dominion, as Mommsen has no discernment of the pro¬ 
vidential part which this people was to fill in the world's history; but, 
generally speaking, he shows a wide grasp of his subject, great power 
of presenting it to the reader, and a more chastened diction than in 
the former volumes. The fourth volume will complete the work. 

In the domain of fiction we have to signalize a new work of Ossip 
Schubin, " Gloria V ictis,” which is being published in the “ Deutsche 
Rundschau," and shows the author quite equal to his former per¬ 
formances ; and a masterly tale of Theodore Storm, " Chronicle of 
Qrieshus.” 

The Berlin German theatre successfully pursues its career. The 
representation of “ Hamlet’' was a distinguished performance; of the 
ewlier dramas of Schiller, “ Fiesco” was introduced; but the master¬ 
piece of the season was Kleist’s " Friuz von Homburg.” The figures of 
the great Elector, represented by Forster, &nd of the Prince by Kains, 
will be forgotten by no one who had the privilege of seeing them. Of 
modern dramas, a new comedy of Oscar Blumenthal, "The Great Bell," 
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was ‘brought forward, which was a signal success, although it is not 
equal to his first play, the " Probepfeil.” 

In music, the season belonged to the double anniversary of Bach 
and Handel, the great founders of Protestant music.< Nearly all 
their principal works have been produced in the difierent German 
cities, aud the musical year has closed with a great festival at Kiel, 
bringing us llandePs ** Joshua” aud a selection of the minor works of 
Bach. • 

Two remarkable pictures have made a promenade through Germany, 
exciting general interest. The one is Payer’s “ Starvation Cove,” the 
other Vantier’s Prodigal Son." Payer, one of' the leaders of the 
Austrian Polgr Expedition, who onl^ lately turned painter, has repre¬ 
sented on a large canvas a heartrending picture of the end of franklin’s, 
expedition. The dead men lying in the snow, with only one surviving, 
defending himself from the ice-bears allured by the smell of death, 
combined with the frozen sky to present a ghastly scene, painted with 
a master-hand. Vanticr has, as usual, placed his subject in a peasant 
family; the shattered frame of the returning prodigal forms a striking 
contrast to the indignant features of the eldest son, the painful posi- 
' tiou of the parents, aud the compassionate, mournful sister. 

In conclusion, I may mention that Germany has in the last few days 
also lost one of her great painters, Wilhelm Camphausen, who won 
fame as well by his earlier pictures, representing scenes and characters 
from the English revolution, as by the later ones, taken from the time 
of Frederic the Great and the wars of 1864-70. His equestrian por¬ 
traits of the Emperor William rank among the best existing. 

Geffcxen. 
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I.—POETRY. 

I F the new tr^edy of Marino Fahero" * ‘is compared with 
Byroads, it will be found to have the advantage, at any rate, of 
plainness and simplicity in construction. Byron’s play is embar¬ 
rassed at the beginning by the dilhculty of making the situation 
quite compreh(jn8ible. The persons of the drama have their ^asdona 
tempered and controlled by the necessity for explaining to the audience 
t everything that has led up to the situation on which the curtain risM. 
Mr. Swinburne begins at the beginning of the story, and brings on tlie 
scene the events that Byron leaves to be allusively narrate by his 
actors. He docs not alter the story, nor introduce any characters 
except those that are named in the original chronicle. The pkiy*begins 
with the banquet in the Ducal palace, from which Steno, a young noble, 
was expelled by Marino Faliero, the Doge. Then it is shown how Steno, 
according to his nature, took vengeance on the Doge with a villanous 
libel on him and on the duchess his wife. All this part of the play is 
vivid and natural. The character of Steno—churlishness and vanity 
grown luxuriant and venomous in a favourable aristocratic station— 
is very forcibly represented. The passion of Marino Faliero, first at 
the insult itself, then at the more terrible condoning of the insult by 
the Venetian nobility, is just as direct, and, in its own way, as un¬ 
principled. The Doge and Steno are both Shakespearian or Elizabe¬ 
than characters in this, at least, that they act in their several manners, 
not, out of abstract calculation, or devotion to an ideal rule, but 
because it is their nature to, because they arc individual and the re¬ 
verse of abstract. As the play goes on, however, the character of 
Marino Faliero loses this natural distinctness of outline and richness 
of colour. After his entry into the conspiracy he becomes a voice for 
the utterance of aspiration and prophecy. The first three acts are 
dramatic: the personages act and speak out of hot imcalculating tempers, 
as they are touched and provoked by circumstances. In the conclu¬ 
ding acts there is as much, or more, poetry; but here it is, though appa¬ 
rently dramatic, really lyrical and prophetic. There is a sharp contrast 
between the two halves of the poem. The second half is really a long 
hymn to freedom, in the mouth of Marino Faliero. It is the part of 
the book that readers will oftenest return to for its beauties. But 
some readers are worldly, and will like better to watch the shock of 
conflicting interests and passions, rage against rage, in the earlier part 
of the drama. They must reconcile themselves'to the sudden change 
from life and tumult to the cloistered quiet of the last scenes, in which 
the failure of the conspiracy is hardly noticed, hardly touches the mind, 

*'MwinoFalioro: aTrageiy.’* By A. C. Swiobnrae. London: Cbatto & Windtts. 
3885. 
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80 great ia the speculative exaltation from which the Doge lookd for¬ 
ward to the redemption of Venice and Horned It is this last part, 
naturally, that will be quoted, that will be compared with all the other 
grand things which the poet has said about freedom. But it would be 
a great mistake to neglect the poetry of the first tliree acts, because 
that of the last two is more magnificent. Marino Faliero’s love for 
freedom becomes more ideal in the end of «the play, but not intenser. 
In the third act, in tlic thick of the intrigue, before he begins to look 
far off, his love of freedom is a natural impulse, making one with his 
personal anger against his enemies, and his old love of battle and of 
the sea. 

** Son, 

A poor man's wrong a&d mine and all tbo world’s, 

Divorso and individual, many and one, 

Insufferable of long-suffering less than God’s, 

Of all oudiirance unendurame else, 

Being comii to flood and fulness now, the tide 
Is risen in mine as in the sea's own heart 
To tempest and to triumph. Not for nought 
Am 1 that wild wife’s bridegroom^old and hoar, 

Not sapless yet nor soulless. Well she knows. 

And well the wiud our brother, whence our sails 
Went swollen and strong toward Istria, that her head 
Might 1x)W down bruised with battle, and yield U]) 
its crusted crown to Venlcc*~-well the world 
Knows if this grey grown head and lank right hand 
Were once unserviceable; and she, my wi^, 

The soa it is that scuds me comfort, son, 

.Strength, and assurance of her sons and mine, 

Thy Itrethren, here to ’stablish right for wrong, 

For treason truth, for thraldom like os ours 
Freedom. But thou, so be it the wind and sun. 

That reared thy limbs and lit thy veins with life, 

Have blown and shone upon tliee not for nought- 
these have fed and lired thy spirit as mine 
With Jove, with faith that costs out fear, with joy, 

With tnist in truth and pride in trust—if tliese 
Bo tlioirs indeed as theirs am I, with me 
Shalt thou take part, and with my sea-folk—aye, 

Make thine eyes wide and give God wondering thanks 

That grace like ours is given thee—thou shalt bear 

I’art of our praise for ever.”—Act iii. scene i. p. 79. , 

Rhymes d la Mode ” * do not require any introduction to readers 
of poetry, though it may be necessary to point out that the title ia 
somewhat misleading, and that the author principally follows his own 
mode in the choice and treatment of subjects. The i&bjects are 
various—classical and barbarian, romantic and actual.'^ There is a 
moral poem on the Ascidian; there is a ballade of Cricket and another 
of Railway Novels. The New Millennium is a vision of the future, 
of the undesirable equality that is to come in the old age of the earth. 
The “ Fortunate Islands ” is a delightful piece of pure fancy:— 

** In twilight of the lon^t day 
I lingered over Luciau, 

Till ere the dawn a dreamy way 
My spirit found, untrod of mao, 

Between the green sky and the grey. 


Rhymes k la Mode.” By A. Lang. London: Kegan Paul, Trench t Co. 1865. 
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Amid the soft duk suddenly 
More light then air 1 •semed to Mil, 

Afloat upon the ocean sky, 

While through the faint blue, Olear and pale, 
1 saw the mountain clouds go by; 

My barque had thought lor helm and sail, 
And one mist-wreath for canopy. 

“ Like torches on a marble floor 
Reflected, so the wild stars shone 
Within the abysmal hyaline, 

Till the day widened more and more 
And sank to sunset, and was gone; 

And then, as burning beacons shine 
On summits of a mountain isle, 

A light to’ folk on sea that fare, 

8o the sky's beacons for awhile 
Burned in these islands of the air. 

'‘ Then from a starry island set 

Where one swift tide of wind there flows 
(7amc scent of lily and violet 
Narcissus, hyacinth and rose, 

Laurel and myrtle buds, and vine. 

So delicate is the air and fine; 

And forests of all fragrant trees 
Sloped seaward from the central hill, 

An<l ever clamorous were these 
With Ringing of glad birds, and still 
Such music came as in the woods 
Most lonely, consecrate to L’an, 

The wind makes, in his many moods, 

Upon the pipes some shepherd man 
Hangs up, in thanks for victory! 

On these shall mortals play no more, 

But the wind doth touch them over and o'er, 
And the wind’s breath in the reed’s will sigh. 

“ Between the daylight and the dark 
That island lies ni silver air, 

And suddenly my magic barque 
^Vheeled, and ran in, and groumled there ; 
And by me stood the sentinel * 

Of them who in the island dwell, 

All smiling did he bind my Ifands, 

With rushes green ami rosy hands, 

They have no liai slier bonds than these 
The ])Cople of the pleasant lands 
VN'ithin the wash of the airy seas ! ” 


The conclusion of this poem is very pleasant and satisfactory: where 
the dreamer refuses to eat or drink with his hosts, and so is enabled 
to return, and wakes, nowise sorrowing,^' in his own country. 

Mr. Stevenson’sverses* have alreadyfound their readers,who are quite 
content to accept without criticism poems that have evidently pleased 
the author, liis garden is his own. The last envoy, addressed " to 
any reader,'' might possibly be construed as an ironical warning to 
critics, and defiance of their rude spells;— 

*' But do not think you can at all, 

By knocking on tho window, call 
That child to hear you. He intent 
Ib all on his play business bent. 

**’A Child's Garden of Verses.” By R. L. Stevenson. London: Longmans. 1885. 
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He does not hear; lie will not look, 

Kor yet be lived out of thie book. 

For long ago, the troth to Bay, 

He has grown up and cone away, 

And it IB bot a child air 
That lingers in the garden there.” 

” GlcnavcriP’* is a romance^ written in octave stanzas. There is 
satire in it, and reflection also. It is probable that there is at present 
a demand for both reflective and romantic literature; and if not a 
demand, at any rate opiiortunity, for satire, " Glcnaveril,” therefore, 
should not want readers. As a romance it has certainly merits; the 
third book especially deserves consideration on this account. It con¬ 
tains an episodical German mountain legend—a kind of episode that 
may be defended on good precedents—and it ends with a very ingenious, 
improbable, and picturesque Alpine accident, which lightens the story 
of one of its heroes. The reader^s interest is greatly quickened by the 
third book. The satire and the reflection probably suffer from the 
conflict between their claims and that of the plot. They certainly put 
a drag on the progress of the story, and may perhaps be unjustly 
depreciated by those who are hurrying on the extrication of the 
mystery. Ilut even after allowance for this, it can hardly be said that 
the digressions in “ GlcnavcriP^ are satisfactory. The metre is a vcl’y 
difficult one. Too many of the stanzas of “ Glenaveril” are faulty- 
cumbrous where the narrative requires speed, unemphatic and light in 
satirical passages. The following is a favourable specimen of the 
wisdom of the poem :— 

“ Of old, some dozen leagues tbo traveller went, 

And having travellea, he arrived at last; 

To-day he traverses a continent, 

Yet neither travels nor arrives ; though fast 
' AcruBs the world he flies, securely pent 

In a snug cage, witli pause for brief repast 
At intervals in places that remind him 
Kxactly of the places left behind him. 

Eufbpe exists no longer. In its place 
Arc railway stations. Watches supersede 
Oco^aphy, and 'Finie has swallowed Space. 

* Two hours 1 ’ That means plain, mountain, moorland, mead, 

Lake, river, sea-coast, valley, forest, chase, 

Cathedrals, castles, cities. ’Tis iwreed 
To call this iiction’s finish an anivaL ' 

Though 'tis departure’s horrible revival.” 

]\fr. Austin's new volume* contains a certain amount of pleasing 
description and reflection. “ At the Gate of the Convent" is a plain 
argument for liberty and for toleration of contrasted ideals of life that 
are not necessarily discordant. The poet refuses to put his life in mere 
unison with that of the convent, but nevertheless accepts the lesson 
of the convent, and allows it to influence him:— 

“ But tliongh we two bo severed quite, 

Your holy words will sound between 
Our lives, like stream one hears at night, 

’ Louder, because it is not seen.* —(P. 16.) 

* ‘ ‘ Glenaveril; er, the Metamorphoses. A Poem in Six Books.” By the Earl of 
Lytton. Ijondon; Murray. 

* ” At the Gate of Hie Convent, and oHier Poems.” By Alfred AusHn. London: 
Macmillan. 1886. 
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** A Defence of Englisli Spring contains some good passages^ but is 
not uniformly successful. Some Of the pieces sbomd never have 
escaped the author's own censure. Page after page is spoilt by discord 
between the solemnity of the thought or the subject, and the strange 
levity and cheerfulness of the style. Almost the worst example of 
this is in the poem on page 17, which begins naturally enough, and 
without the slightest trace of effort:— 

The Spring-time, 0 the Spring-time! 

Who docs not know it well? 

When tho little birds begin to btuld, 

And the buds begin to swell.” 

This cheerful tunc comes to an end thus, in tlie fourth stanza 

‘‘ Tlie Winter, 0 the Winter! 

Who docs not know it well { 

When day after day the Helds stretch grey 
And the ])ccwit wails on tho fell; 

Wlieu wo close up the crannies and shut ont tho oold, 

And the wind sounds hoarse and hollow, 

And our dead loves sleep in tlio churchyard mould, 

And wo pray that wo soon may follow ; 

In the Winter, mournful Winter !” 

' Another curious instance is to be found on page 43, in the " Hymn 

on Death ”:— 

Who will sahito me there ? 

Who, who come forth to greet ? 

Will Virgil stand upon the golden stair? 

Shall T take Spenser’s hand, and sit at Shakespeare’s feet ? 

Will Galileo, with unshrouded gaze, 

Guido mo thjt)ugh the starry maze 
iningn that nercr iire, 

Ult to tlie Jleaven of Jleavene, and hujlier and ever higher i 
If this be 80 , 

(^ick let me go / 

Hut ah ! iwde sxiectre, paler still you grow,” &c. 

The poet had shortly before expressed his contentment wjth the earth:— 

” I want no other fields tlian these. 

No other skies-” 

but' then he had not fully appreciated the prospect of distinguished 
company awaiting him. 

There is a great deal of earnestness in Mr. Noel's " Songs 
of the Heights and Deeps,’' * and a great accumulation of poetic 
imagery. Every poem in the book is,full of vehemence. There 
is not, on the other hand, any artistic arrangement of the mate¬ 
rial. The poems arc not well built., Too many of them are collections 
of images, without proper coherence: " swift shifting scenes of life's 
weird panorama," to use one of the author's phrases. In some cases, 
it is true, a certain want of continuity is expedient The shifting 
scenes ” in the first poem—A Lay of Civilization, or London"—are 
effective; it is only by means of detached scenes from real life that 
the writer can explain his view of society. But it is annoying to find, 
in other poems, that dissolving views are made to take the place of 

l^'of the Heights and Deeps.” By the H<m. Roden4foel. London: ElUot 
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higher forms of entertainment. The most distressing example of this: 
is the long romance of Melcha^' (pp. 106-163), It begins in a pro¬ 
mising wajj telling of Melcha, a maiden of Killamej, and her fairy 
lover (his name was O’Donoghue), and how she dared to follow him 
to his kingdom beneath the lake. This is a perfectly correct and 
natural opening, but it leads on to no romantic history of fairy-land. 
O'Donoghue proves as exacting and pedantic as Mr. Casaubon.. Melcha 
is compelled to watch a panorama of the whole universe, with spectral 
figures of Newton, Schelling, Washington, Lafayette, and others, and 
to listen to a song from her lover in praise of human inventions. 
Naturally, she suffers from overstudy in her effort to comprehend all 
this. The lyrical poems of Thalatta'* and Suspiria,^* which are 
evidently meant to be companions, are the most fervid and tumultuous 
in a book which has nothing in it moderate or calm. In these poems, 
the author’s range from the heights to the deeps is well displayed. 
The following quotation from Thalatta ” is a good sample of the 
author’s impassioned work. The metre, together with that of 
'^Suspiria,” is said to have been suggested to him by the sound of the 
sea. (Note, p. 212):— 

Lo ! where a porphyry portal of tho mountain heait expwds, 

Portentous shadowy buttress, weather-goldcncd spire ; 

There multitudinous waters wander greyly in the gloom: 

Within the high sea-sanctuary a god dispenses doom; 

In and out tlmy wander, sombre courtiers by the gate, 

Where a dim Sea-Presence bruodeth in solemn, Biilien state— 

Where no mort<al breath dare whis^ier, only hollow •sounding surges, 

A welter of wild waters witli their melancholy dirges. 

Behold they rave in echoing cave their wrath rent long ago. 

Bent for a lair where grim Despair rolls shouldering to and fro ; 

To and fro they furious roll prodigious boulders, 

Bounding them like pebbles vkith huge Atlantean shoulders.” 

“ Sturm und Drang”* is an anonymous volume of verse,, which has 
some merits not denoted by its title. Some few of the poems, it is 
true, are slightly obscure, and most of them are, serious, but there is 
no excessive straining after intensity. ''Lines to a Brook” aud 
" Youth and Age ” may be noted especially: they are clear and 
rational, yet not prosaically rational. 

The three new playsf by the author of "Callirrhoe” and “Fair 
Rosamond ” are not all of them good. The play of " Loyalty or 
Love,” on the policy of the Emperor Henry VI. in Sicily, has a 
plot which the reader can hardly follow; so involved lU intricacies, 
so embarrassed with impertinent and ill-defined characters, that no 
properly critical spectator would think of allowing its representation 
to continue to the fifth act. “ William Rufus ” is a different sort of 
piece. Here, at any rate, there is what one expected from this writer— 
an intelligible story. The defect is that there is no dramatic iuteresf 
of plot. The King, Anselm, Flambard, certain Saxons, and other per¬ 
sonages go out and in, and express their sentiments and make refer¬ 
ences to different historical matters, but they do nothing to help 
forward the action. The really satisfactory thing in the play is the 

* Sturm und Drang.” London: Elliot Stock. * 

. t “ The Father’s Tragedy.” " William Rufus.” “Loyalty or Love.” By Michlel 
Field. London: George Bell & Sons. Clifton: J. Baker & Som 1885. 
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death of Bafus, and five acta are too many as a prelude to this. It 
should be noted that a poetical but not a dramatic unity is given to 
the piece by the old blinded Saxon peasant, with his prophecy of the 
vengeance to be taken by Mother Earth upon the tyrant, ^me of 
the reflections of this old man are well worth noting. There is a fine 
passage at the beginning, in which he consoles himself with the thought 
that Earth is still faithful to herself and her childre 9 , in'spite of Ar¬ 
mans and other appearances:— 

We must submit, be penitent, forgive! 

But that*8 to change your mind ; 1 never tliougfat 
That God changed His. I thought within myself ' 

The seasoDs were not surer titan the Lord, 

You might depend.on Him. It's altered now; 

He's of Battle Abbey .... on the hesch 
He let them huddle up King Harold's bones, 

He’s strewn our prayers as ashes to the wiud, 

Suffered such resurrection of men's bones 
As modost Death cries shame of. He repents, 

His past is not prophetic of to^lay ; 

But at the breaking-places of the wave 
All keepeth conataut to its habitude; 

There is no change of custom in the air; 

’ Yon oak dro]^ acorns; 1 am comforted. 

The earth is English still; the soil gives suck; 

It will not rear strange children. 

What’s that noise t 
I hear a whistling and the splint of wood. 

Art shturpening arrows ? ” 

“The Pather*s Tragedy,” which represents the history of King 
Robert 111. of Scotland, Albany his brother, and the Duke of Both- 
say his son, has much more dramatic coherence than “William Rufus.” 
It may be that the play is pathetic rather than tragical, that the King 
is too abject and weak for tragedy. That, however, does not prevent 
the characters from being well brought out and well contrasted. 
Every scene is vivid and dramatically necessary. The verse is, as 
might liave been expected from the author of " Eair Rosamond,” un¬ 
forced and eloquent. 

The “Secret of Death”* is one of Mr. Arnold*s Idylls, unfor¬ 
tunately not translated simply, but still encumbered in the machinery 
of translation with great patches of untransformed Sanskrit still 
banging to it. Besides this there arc many other translations in the 
book from different languages, and a number of original poems. The 
ballad of the Rajpoot wife is finely done. Mr. Arnold has also pub¬ 
lished a translation of the'“ Bhagavad Gitfi into blank verse. 

The Dean of Chichester has collected his poetical work8,t putting in 
front of them all the well-known Newdigate poem on Petra. 

There is nothing among Lord Sherbrooke’s “Poems of a Life,”} as 
good as his often quoted Greek epigram on Iceland. There are some 
vigorous Australian satires, in good sound couplets. But most of the 
poems, it must be confessed, are disappointing. “ Chevy Chase ” is one 


* “The Secret of Death” (from the Sanskrit). With some Collected Poems* 
The Song Celestial; or, Bhagavad Gltft.” Translated from the Sanskrit Text. 

By Edwin Arnold, M.A. London : Triibner k Co. 1885. 

t “Poems” (1840to 1878). By John William Burgon, B.D., Dean of Chichester 
London: Maomillan. 1885. 

♦ “Poems of a Life.” By Lord Sherbrooke. London : Kegan Paul, Trench k Co. 
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of them; one verse of it is vrorth'quoting, in order to show how Lord 
Sherbrooke has treated the subject 

** For WitLeringtoQ my heart is woe 
That ever he slain should be. 

For when his legs were cut in two ' 

Ffe fought upon his knee.” 

i 

This is in the manner of King Richard I., who is stated, not in the 
"Catalogue of Royal and Noble Authors,” but in the chronicle of 
Rebecca and Rowena, to have included among his poems the song of 
"Rritons never Slaves shall be,” and other arrangements of old 
material. 

The more recent poems in Mr, Holland’s collection* will not 
compete in interest with the earliest. The poem on "Dryburgh 
Abbey " leaves out what is now the principal glory of the place; it was 
written in the fortunate days when Scott was still living, and the first 
draft of it was praised by Scott in the year 3823. 

Among recent translations, the most important are Mr. E. D. A. 
Morshead’s "Qidipus the King” (Macmillan), and Mr. A. S. Way^s 
version of six books of the " Iliad ” (Sampson Low*). Mr. Morshead is 
very successful both in the dialogues and the choruses. The fault of 
his blank verse is, that it occasionally is too imitative and ingenious. 
His metal is not always thoroughly fused ; there are foreign substances 
in it, such as “ dree his weird.” A good example of skill in using 
English models is shown in the rendering of lines 420-3:— 

“ Yca and whut hollow place of waves or hills, 

Wliat doll ill all Citha?ron’s clamorous side, 

But shall rc-cclio to thy ciy, what time 
Thou leamest of tho wedlook whereunto 
A gale of seeming fortune sped thee on 
But to a hell for harbour.” 

Mr. Way’s " Iliad ” is in the metre of " Sigurd the Volsung.” It is a 
very spirited rendering. 

In " Greek Folk Songs from the Turkish Provinces of Greece: 
Literal and Metrical Translations,” by Lucy M. J. Garnett (Elliot 
Stock), will be found a great deal of interesting popular poetry, 
faithfully represented in English. 

The edition of the "York Mystery Plays,” by Miss Lucy To jlmin 
Smith (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1885), is another contribution by 
the Clarendon Press to the study of early literature. It is strange 
that the York book of plays should have escaped notice so long. Miss 
Toulmin Smith deserves the thanks of all students of the English 
drama, or of the Northern dialect of English, for her successful 
enterprise. 

W. P. Kee,- 


* "Dwburgh Abbey, and other Poems.” By 
HectoroiPoyningB, Sussex. London: Hatobarcu. 


Thomas Agar Holland, M.A. Oxon.. 
1884. 
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IL—ART. 

The art season of this year will be little memorable in the annals 
of English paintings for it has been singularly barren. None of 
our best painters have produced pictiires which will increase their re¬ 
putation ; there have been no ‘very specially valuable or interesting 
works exhibited by outsiders, nor has there been any conspicuous 
development of talent amongst the young artists. 

Those of us who can read (or think they can read) between the lines, 
fancy that the distrust and antagonism felt by the outside artists and the 
public to the management of the Academy have distinctly increased, 

' and that despite Sir Frederick Leighton^s diplomatic courtesies, 
there will soon have to be some very radical changes if Burlington 
House is to continue in the position which it has gradually usurped. 
Perhaps even the excessively astute move of electing Mr. Burne-Jones 
an Associate, may in the end do more harm than good. It has cer¬ 
tainly set folks talking about the traditional policy of the Royal Aca¬ 
demy, about its manner of first trying to crush, and failing that t&take 
advantage of, all talent which is not sanctioned by its own traditions; 
and this tardy recognition of an art which the Academy has failed to 
subdue, seems to wither the last leaf of consistency which yet remained 
to the managers of Burlington House. Many of us groaned in spirit 
when at Rossetti’s death there were gathered together, at the Winter 
Exhibition of the Academy an imperfect collection of his works, 
hung with such manifest ignorance or contempt, that in deference 
to the unanimous verdict of the press the arrangements had to be 
entirely changed, and thouglit that we discerned the endeavour— 
as the present writer thinks, the shameful endeavour—of the 
Academy, to profit by the reputation of one who in life had been 
neglected and scorned by that very body; and lysw a similar 
action is being taken with regard to Burne-Jones. Had ^ the 
Rossettis been exhibited together at any other place than Burling¬ 
ton House, what would have happened ? Why, people would have 
said, even the least artistic, how comes it that this man was not an 
Associate ? And if he was not, is there not something wrong in the 
way Associates arc chosen ? And this would have been said again with 
even stronger emphasis at the death of Burne-Jones. The present trick 
is evident as it is unworthy. When Academic patronage and recogni¬ 
tion would have been valuable to the young man, it was withheld en¬ 
tirely ; when his work and his fame have become so great that they 
will shed lustre upon those who are associated with them, the recogni¬ 
tion and patronage come unsolicited. « 

We may be excused for dwelling on this a little, as it is the only 
sensational art incident of the year, and it has been enormously talked 
about Besides, there is another point of view of these matters—that 
which is connected with the Grosvenor Gallery, which has from its 
very first day been associated chiefly with Mr. Burne-Jones's work, 

* and which has always paid it and him the highest honour. In the 
minds of the majority of London picture-goers, there is undoubtedly 
an impression that if they want to see Burne-Jones they must go to 
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the ** GrosTenor/' and that at that gallery they will find him^ and 
find also all the lesser lights of pre-Raphaelitism. But what will 
happen to the Grosvenor now, and who will care for the works of 
the disciples, when the Great Panjandrum himself, him with the little 
button on top,” is helping Maewhirter and Herbert and Horsley to 
hang pictures at Burlin^on House? 

However, there the matter stands. Henceforward Edward Burne- 
Jones has the right to put after his name, and to have 

eight works on the walls of Burlington House. The Academy have 
bottled their most dangerous opponent by enrolling him in* their 
ranks. What was it our greatest poet said once ? 

** Jiut for a handful of silver ho left US, 

Just for a riband to stick in his coat.” 

Rightly or wrongly, that will be the general feeling in the minds 
of those whose sympathy and belief have been given unstintedly to 
the work and aims of our greatest pre-Kaphaelite artist. 

Out of the group of pre-Raphaelites, indeed, now only one remains— 
the painter of The Light of the World ” and “ The Awakening Con¬ 
science;” and he has exhibited this season in a room by itself a great pic¬ 
ture called “The Triumph of the Innocents,” on which he has been at 
work for ten years. It is a rendering of the flight into Egypt, treated from 
a somewhat mystical point of view, the sacred personages of the story 
being accompanied in their flight by the spirits of the children slain in 
Bethlehem—who, crowned with flowers and illuminated with celestial 
light, surround the fugitives—visible only to the child Jesus. The 
idea is a beautiful one, and it is worked out with minuteness and 
with a great wealth of detail: and the result is a grand picture, though, 
like all Mr. HunPs works, one to which much exceptipn may be 
taken. 1 have no time here to analyze its merits or defects, but it is 
desirable to point out the fact that the work is essentially a real 
religious pictusc, as opposed to one which is merely a religious exercise 
for an artist. This is no naked English baby christened by the most 
sacred of n&mcs for the purpose of modern popularity, such as may be 
seen kicking its fat limbs in the great room of the Academy; nor is it 
of the type of Mr. Long, RA.’s “Anno Domini,” in which the flight 
into Egypt is treated only as a convenient subject on which to hang 
archaeological detail. It is perhaps worth while for picture-seers who 
are not pressed for time, to look at this picture of Mr. Long't,’ if only 
for tljie purpose of noting how entirely a great subject can be swamped 
by a wrong method of treatment. To copy the form of an amusing 
hcries now appearing in Punchy this work might come under the 
lieading of “ Pictorial Puzzles, No. 1,” with the problem—giv§n a 
miscellaneous crowd of Egyptians, to find the Holy Family. 

Let us, however, leave single pictures, and look quickly through the 
galleries—premising that there are about four thousand picllures 
exhibiting in London at the present moment, and that we shall not 
be able to do more than select one or two here and there. 

There is this year no very popular picture at any gallery—I mean 
any one picture of which the public in general talk eagerly, as they did 
last year of Orchardson’s “ Manage de Convenance ”—but the same 
painter has one of the most skilful pictures in the Academy, repre¬ 
senting the salon at Madame BIcamier’s. It is a very lar^ and rawer 
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scattered composition, notable for several things—good colour,' a real 
sense of dignity and dramatic power in its conception of the scene and 
rendering of the figures, and an absence of the petty propriety and irre¬ 
levant detail which, as a rule, mark English historical' painting. Its 
chief fault is a lack of life and interest—all is there but the emotional 
impulse. These figures might live in a minute or two, but as yet'' the 
showman hasn't come/' There is a large Millais,-tooj in ^is third 
room at the Academy—large as his last year’s “ Idyll"—of “ A Sick 
Ornithologist"—a composition of several figures, only partially success* 
fill. There seems no reason why the ornithologist's children and wife 
should be merely vulgar, as they arc here ; and were it not that in the 
corner sits Mr. Millais’s favourite little girl with the pathetic eyes, the 
picture would be almost wholly unsuccessful. 'As it is, it is a tour 
deforce which has tailed. Is it not strange that a painter who used 
to hit the mark so invariably in his subject-pictures, has for the last 
dozen years a.s invariably missed it? Fancy an archer whose skill 
increased year by year, but who couldn't get his arrows into the target 
as he used to do in the days of imperfect science! Is it the slackening 
of the string called “ effort ” which now causes these pictorial arrows to 
fall short of their goal ? Let us take what we can get and be thankful. 
There is a little “ Lady Primrose," in a pink and white dress here, by 
the same artist, which would ** take a lot of beating." 

The prevalent pictorial motive of our great painters for the last two or 
three years has been “Babies," and our old friend the British 
matron must have at least enjoyed this peculiarity to the full in the 
Academy. There are, it is true, about five nude figures in the 
present exliibition, but it would not be much of an exaggeration to 
say that there are nearly five hundred babies. Every .variety of 
infantile healthiness or sickliness is displayed here. A hew 
“Liliputian Warehouse" might be set up, with shoes, socks, capes, 
frocks and bonnets of these Academic “innocents." Thefe is, I notice, 
one special kind of bonnet, like a miniature coal-scuttle, lined with 
pleated satin, which is a great favourite with Academicians, and which 
they have attained great skill in rendering. Shoes also, particularly 
those with a strap and one button, are, like Osric's “ carriages, very 
dear to" their “ fancy," and short white socks are also successfully 
treated in several instouces ( It is remarkable that in this, as of course 
in all the less important branches of their art, the Academicians and 
Associates surpass the outside artists. There are not only a larger 
number of Academic babies, but they arc, bigger, chubbier, and 
better dressed than the others. The average toilet of one of these 
favoured sucklings must cost about twenty pounds, and as it ia 
invariably of spotless freshness, must be a somewhat costly element in 
the household expenses. The great apostle of this new “ cry of the 
children " is an Associate called Morris, who had the good fortune to 
discover, in a pictorial sense, the universal attractiveness of the 
“ millinAy baby." In about four years this excessively skilful artist 
has created a new religion, one that could only be described in a new 
“ Sartor Resartus." Those of our readers who remember thecoloured 
plates given away with the Christmas numbers of the Qruphic and the 
nimtrated London News, will be able to appreciate our words when 
we say that it seems likely that in a few years infants of that order will 
be the chief staple of our English art. 

TOL. XLVIIi: X 
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One can only laugh at it, but in truth the aubject is pitiable enough, 
for it not only means that painters are so weak in brain and poor 
in heart as to be able to appreciate none of the really vital and 
beautiful aspects of life and Nature, but that tliey are wilfully 
descending to the level of those who care only to produce such work 
as necessitates least labour and procures most pay. 

Must ypc, who congratulate ourselves upon our art progress since the 
days of Cox and Turner, Wilkie and Leslie, find our future subjects 
only in the domain of the nursery? At all events, we did try to paint 
men and women in the old days; our Academy was not tilled with 
smirking infants as it is now. 

Let us look at something else, and mention two young men 
who are advancing in their art rapidly. These are Mr. Bartlett 
and Mr. Stanhope Forbes, both painters whose work shows the 
intiuonce of foreign teaching. Mr. Bartlett has a picture of boys 
bathing, in the Grosvenor, and, in the Academy, one which repre¬ 
sents a widow showing the last statuette which her husband made 
to some friends. Both arc fine—the first especially good in its 
drawing of the figures and the eflect of atmosphere; the second 
striking its quiet pathetic note, unafiectcdly and securely. Mr. Bart¬ 
lett is not a great painter yet, and perhaps he never will be, but he is 
a very accomplished student of painting, and if he continues improv¬ 
ing as he has done of late, will take a very high rank amongst Euglish 
artists. He draws considerably better than most, and he has learnt, at 
the Beaux Arts I should think, what “ tone is. In this Academy 
picture, the placing of the figures in the various parts of the room is 
a fine example of the power of hs valeuvs to indicate position, a 
power habitually neglected by the majority of English figure painters. 
Some, indeed, despise it altogether, and it is worth while in this 
connection to look at the large Venetian picture by Mr. Fildes, of girls 
sitting on a doorstep, in which then; is not a single right value from 
beginning to end. I confess that to me this picture is singularly irri¬ 
tating, from its entirely wrongheaded artificial rendering of its subject. 
These fresh-coloured, brightly dressed, irreproachably clean women, are 
no more like''Venetians*’than they are like South Sea Islanders; 
their whole spirit and character has been left out or mistaken. If 
you want to have your Venetian, with ’her dusky, dirty, slipshod 
beauty (or, as is more common, ugliness), Van Haanen will give her 
you, and give you also that trait of southern insouciance and reckless¬ 
ness which these women possess. It is the absence of the beadle, so 
to speak, which is the key-note to much of their outward seeming, 
By-thc-way, with an inconsistency which is all their own, after electing 
as an Associate, Henry Woods, the painter of Venetian street scenes, 
the Academy has rejected this year the pictures of Van Haanen, to 
whom Woods owes all that is worth learning in his art. Considerinf^ 
that Van Haanen is a painter whose actual technical accomplishment 
ia greater than that of all but our three or four greatest a^sts, and 
that his pictures when admitted to the Academy have always been 
amongst the most important in the exhibition, this rejection can only 
be supposed to come from very unjustifiable causes. To admit, as has 
been done this year, such an enormous mass of dull and meaningless work 
by outsiders, and reject an important picture by a great foreign artist. 
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and one who is invariably appreciated in England, is one of those acts 
due to the irresponsible authority which the Academy wields, and 
which it is quite time it should wield no longer. Before leaving the 
Academy, the frieze of Mr. W. E. F. Britton should be noticed; it is 
a strong original piece of work, which is specially remarkable for being 
decorative in effect as well as in name. 

The Grosvenor Gallery has suffered this year very much the 
withdrawal of Mr. Burne-Jones, tliough T believe that this was only 
accidentally coincident with his election as an Associate, and that he 
will in future contribute to both galleries. However, his absence is 
very keenly felt, and there is little in the gallery to atone for this 
disappointment. Mr. Richmond has a large picture of an Athenian 
Audience, of which one can only admire the effort and patience of the 
artist, and regret the result. It ought to be a fine work and—well it is 
not. It is not even good as a purely decorative painting, leaving out 
all effort at reproducing an ancient life. The figures are siilfly dressed 
up in their classic robes, the architecture is nominally Grecian, but 
resembles the “ Grecian ” of the City Road, rather than Athens; the 
appearance of the whole is spectral as to its substance, and 
monotonous in its colour. Some unhallowed genius, in a moment 
of inspiration, suggested it should be called “ The red, white, and 
blue,” and the gibe aptly expresses the iteration of the colouring. 

On the other hand, Mr. Richmond's portraits have improved; 
though still touched with too fine fingers, still far too “ high falutin” 
to be natural, they have considerable beauty and occasional flashes of 
insight. The portrait of Andrew Lang, for instance, sitting at a 
writing-desk and turning round as if to speak to the spectator, ex¬ 
presses character admirably; there is a kind of high-class scholar-look 
about it, ability plus the duchess, well befitting the accomplished man 
of the two worlds of art and society. 

The best portrait undoubtedly, which is shown in the Grosvenor 
18 that of Stanford the musician, by Ilerkomer, who has this year 
greatly improved upon his previous work of this kind. He has a 
portrait in the Academy of a young lady in a white dress, which 
IS the best of the year. But the two most successful things in 
the Grosvenor, in their very dificrent ways, are the smallest and the 
largest pictures there. The first, which is incomparably the best, is 
a tiny composition by Alma Tadema, of a girl, a circular seat, a 
Judas-tree, and a blue sea, called "Expectations.” There is little to 
be said about it beyond its perfectness, for the subject is simply 
nothing, the marvellous execution all. The marble is warmed with 
sunshine through aud through, and the Judas blossoms glow against 
the dark sea. The blue water is of a brilliant depth of colour, such as 
one has seen in Nature, but a painter has rarely rendered; and so on 
'throughout each little detail of the girl’s dre^s and the white town 
which we can just see across the waters of the bay. An absolute gem, of 
which Mr, Tadema should well be very proud—a triumph of painting. 

The other picture is hardly a painting at all, in the strict sense of 
the word, but a great, and in many ways successful, attempt, to render 
visible the terror and beauty of a prairie fire. It is an animal picture 
by Mr. Nettleship, and its chief Subject is a great lion standing up 
amidst a whirl of smoke and flame roaring in tenor. In some ways 
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it is hardly a painting j for instance, one could scarcely call any of its 
work genuine Ijrush-work; but it is a genuine work of art, and is full 
of power. There is, indeed, some magnificence in the position and 
actions of the lion and lioness, such as one could scarcely parallel in 
English animal paintingit is an almost sculpturesque grandeur which 
Mr. Nctticship lias gained in this work. 

Beyond the-sc there is only the nude picture of Mr. Watts to mark 
the year, and it, though in places of great beauty, is not wholly 
successful. There is an aspect of weak-kneedness about the female 
figure which is somewhat repellent, and the head of both “ Love and 
Life arc feeble, and more like those of conventional statuary than of 
human beings. The colour is very beautiful throughout j and »in this 
respect so is the blue landscape which this painter calls “ Ararat.^^ 

The nude study of Hypatia, by Mr. Mitchell, introduces a new 
artist (we believe quite young, an American) who makes a bold bid for 
popularity, and who at all events has plenty of pluck. It is carefully 
drawn from a rather poorly shaped model, and very carefully painted, 
but the net result is to me cold and unpleasant. A young man, one 
fancies, should fail in :iccuracy rather than fail in emotion, and this 
picture, tliough it represents the end of Hypatia's life according to 
Kingsley's account of it, has no emotion whatever. The artist has 
painted u careful picture, but not a great ouc: this work is good as a 
stepping-stone, Jiot as a monument. 

There is practically no sculpture this year, except the great bronze 
St. George and the Dragon, in the Academy, by Boehm. This is fine, 
but suggests that the sculptor who did it had hardly leisure to work 
out his conception. The main notion is good, but the parts seem 
insufficiently elaborated and thought out. Neither Alfred Gilbert nor 
Thomcycroft send any im|)ortant work. 

The Institute of Painters in Water Colours holds its own, and is 
taking the wind out of the sails of its rival, the Iloyal Society. Both 
have diplomas^now (it doesn’t seem to improve or harm their painting), 
and there is a rumour that the Institute president is to be knighted, 
as the otic at the old Society (Sir John Gilbert) has already been. 

There is nothing very important at either place, though Mr. E. F, 
Brcwtnall's imaginative landscape at the old Society shows great 
promise in this direction : one in which advance is sorely needed. 

There is scarcely any other gallery w'hich deserves individual 
notice, though there arc at least a score private or seiri-privatc 
exhibitions, from the Society of British Artists in Suflblk Street, to the 
exhibition of Lady Amateurs in Great Marlborough Street. At the 
former gallery there is a fine portrait of Sarasate by Mr. Whistler, 
and but little else. The large picture of “ Summer,” by Hans Makart, 
is quite unworthy of that artist's powers; and the ”Calvary” of 
Munkaesy, which is also being exhibited by itself, fails in its main 
episode too completely to be called a fine picture, though there is in 
it, in places, some wonderfully fine work of the realistic kind: the 
face and figure of the executioner with the ladder, for instance, is very 
strong and dramatically true. • On the whole, a dull year for pictures 
as well as for painters—bad times producing their effect on the art, as 
well as on the pockets of the artists.* 


Haiiry QriLTER. 
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IiI.-GENEML LITERATURE. 

BiOHJiAPiiY.—The third volume of Mr. Leslie Stephen's " Dictionary 
of National Biographywhich carries the work down to the word 
“ Beadon,” is as good as any of its predecessors in point o^ fulness 
and accuracy, and impresses us more than ever with the solid, thorough 
character of the workmanship. It contains no article of special im» 
portance, because it happens to treat of no first-rate name; but of 
course the chief utility of such a dictionary lies in its notices of the 
lesser-known names. In this respect the general run of the articles 
in the present volume are all that could be desired. Mr. Gaimett's 
article on John Ihuclay, the author of "The Argenis," Mr. yBneas 
Mackay's on John Baliol and Barbour, author of “ Bruce,” and Mr. 
Tedder's on Baskerville the printer, may be specially mentioned. 

Tkavel. —In " Sport, Travel, and Adventure in Newfoundland and 
the West Indies,"t Captain W, 11. Kennedy, R.N., gives us an 
agreeable .mid instructive account of his experiences while acting as 
senior naval officer on the coast of Newfoundland, and adds very 
materially to our knowledge of that singularly little known English 
. colony. He has much that is interesting to tell us also about other 
places—about the economic condition of Cuba, and the Voudouxism 
and cannibals of Haiti.—The author of “ Where Chineses Drive " \ has 
wisely hidden his name, and some years hence he may probably wish 
he also kept back his initials of '*T. A. D." In connection with 
the British Legation at Peking he had great opportunities, while going 
tlirough a two years'course as student-interpreter, preparatory to an 
assistautship at one of the Chinese ports; but what information he 
gives ot I) comparatively unliackneycd field is all but entirely vitiated 
by a limp facetiousness that grows very tiresome. 


Miscellaneous. —Mr. Matthew Arnolds " Discourses in America 
arc not unknown to readers of the magazines, but we are glad to have 
them in a more permanent and convenient form, for these three 
lectures belong, each in its own way, to the best and liappiest of 
their author's work. One of them, on Literature and Science, had 
done duty as Kedc lecture at Cambridge before being pronounced 
in America; the other two, on Numbers and on Emerson, were 
composed primarily for an American public. On the whole, we 
like the Emerson best: it is a criticism as true as it is fine. The 
essays are introduced by a pessimistic preface about England, in 
which, however, finds some refuge iu one great consolation, that, 
“ the individual Englishman whenever and wherever called upon 
to do his duty, does it almost invariably with tlie old energy, courage, 
virtue.”.—The age cannot be vitally bad that has produced a hero 
of the type of General Gordon, The Kartoum Journals,* which 

* Elder & Co. t Edinburgh: William Blackwood & Son*. 

T Where Chineaea Drive.” English .Student-life at Feking. By a Student-Inter¬ 
preter. London ; W. H. AUen & Co. 

; London : Macmillan & Co. 
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have been publislicd, almost without an omission, under the superin¬ 
tendence of his brother, Sir Henry Gordon, and the careful editorship 
of his kinsman, Mr. Egmont Hake, give us a higher impression 
than ever of the rare qualities of the man we have lost. They 
contain so much self-revelation that they enable us, better than 
anything previously published has done, to realize all sides of his 
manlike, godlike, childlike character. One is struck as much by their 
flashes of real insight into the situation, sometimes almost of prevision, 
and by their touches of playful and effective satire, as by the unequalled 
endurance, energy, and courage of which they bear witness. Mr. Hake, 
in his introductiou, states the case against the late Government strongly 
but on the whole fairly, as we are glad to recognize after the tone of his 
recent work.—“ Industries and Banks,^y Itobert Ewen, is a little 
work of much value, written with a special eye to the situation in Ireland, 
but well worthy of the attention of all who arc interested in the develop¬ 
ment of national industries everywhere. Mr. Ewen is deeply impressed 
with the immense importance of the diffusion of popular credit as an 
indispensable and most effective means of creating and quickening 
industrial life, and is in particular a strong advocate of the introduc¬ 
tion of people’s banks of the Schulze-Dclitzsch model into this 
country. The information he has to give on the subject is very inter¬ 
esting and striking, and his opinion is entitled to the more authority, 
because be has himself founded investment banks of an analogous 
character in Scotland, which have proved remarkably successful.— 
Mr. Archibald Forbes has brought together, under the title of 
“Souvcjiirs of some Continents,a number of miscellaneous papers, 
drawn mainly from his experiences as a special correspondent, and 
written with the graphic vigour which characterizes him. There arc 
sketches from personal knowledge of men like Skobelcff, andWolseley, 
and Maegahau; of the author’s meeting with the late Czar; of 
some aspects of social life in Australia and America; and, not 
the least interesting of them, of *‘IIow I became a War Corre- 
spondent.^' They are full of manly feeling, as well as a shrewd 
obscrvatioji of men and things worth observing. — The spirit 
in which Sir Philip Perring has composed “ Hard Knots in Shake¬ 
speare ” $ may be discovered from his assurance that, had critics 
spent'half as much time in mastering their author^s .style and marking 
lus phraseology as in presupposing corruption and pulling down or 
building up according to fancy, there would not be the df&ness of 
ignorance which exists. Sir Philip is conservative of the original text, 
never forgetting the gymnastical possibilities and even necessities of 
passionate dramatic writing. In this attitude he has the best oppor¬ 
tunity of doing justice to Shakespeare. For specialists, this volume, dis¬ 
cussing with much subtlety difficult passages in twenty-eight of the plays, 
cannot but be an efficient aid to sounder interpretation. Though written 
brightly, it is doubtful wliether general readers will find much benefit 

* ‘‘JoumalB of Maior-Geaeral C. G. Gordon at Kartoum.” With Introduction 
and Notes by A. E. Hake. London: Kegftn Paul & Co. 

t Glasmw: W. Porteous A Co. 

t Lon£>n: Macmillan & Go. 

S “ Hard Knots in Shakespeare.” By Sir Philip Perring, Bart., formerly Scholar 
of Trinity College, Cambridge. London : Longmans, Green & Co. 



CONTEMPORARY RECORDS. 


30S 


or pleasure from these lucubrations of a Shakespearean enthusiast. 
He has many failures, such as the proposal to substitute “ traitor'’ for 
“ tailor ” in Puck's speech, but he has some undoubted successes.— 
Mr. Edmund Noble's “ Russian Revolt" * * * § is a rather striking study on 
the revolutionary movement in Russia, considered in the light of the past 
history of the nation and its present outlook. He holds with most 
Russian Radicals that free and federalist institutions are natural to 
the Slavs, that the Czardom is an alien incubus that maintains its 
tyranny at home by means of aggression abroad, and that Nihilism is 
simply the Slavonic tendency to federalism, fed by growing enlighten¬ 
ment, and will be a permanent factor in the national life so long as 
the autocracy endures.—Few existing buildings have such a variety of 
interesting historical associations as Hampton Court Palace, and Mr. 
Ernest Law has, for the first time, presented these in a complete and 
connected form in a work entitled A History of Hampton Court 
Palace in Tudor Times." f lie has manifestly spared no pains to make 
his narrative as copious and accurate as possible, and has constructed 
a book of more than ordinary interest out of the curious and eventful 
life of which this palace was the scene, while it was the successive resi¬ 
dence of Wolsey, Henry VIII., Mary, and Elizabeth. The narrative 
will be continued in a future volume.—In ** Shakespeare as a Dramatic 
Artist'' t a vigorous effort is made to put literary criticism into the 
strait-jacket of Darwinian science. Though the discussion of the 

Merchant of Venice,” Richard III.,” " Macbeth," “ Julius Cscsar,” 
and " Lear," which forms the substance of the book, is very able, espe¬ 
cially as to the management of plot, it still has to be said that in essen¬ 
tials the art of poetic writing escapes the inductive scalpel. It was 
thought by Coleridge that science formed the proper antithesis to poetry, 
and it is not likely that they will tell their secrets to each other. 
Where his scientific purpose docs not lead him astray, the author is a 
particularly shrewd Shakespearean critic, and all the more that he is far 
less anxious about verbal matters than about the poet's practical method 
of creating dramatic interest.—A reprint of " Musical History ”§ from 
the current edition of the “ Encyclopjedia Britannica” will be wel¬ 
comed by all who love a rational estimate of the poets of sound. 
Though the subject is discussed often in teclmical terms, all intelli¬ 
gent readers will find their purpose in perusing this model work.—If 
Mr. Boulger had been well enough advised to have kept out the intro¬ 
duction, dedication, and photographic portrait with which he prefaces 
his collection of reviews and newspaper occasicnals, entitled Central 
Asian Questions,” || he would have gained much more credit for his 
stout volume of nearly five hundred pages than he is likely to do. It 

* Boston: Houghton, Mifflin & Co. + London: George Bell & Sons. 

t “ Sh(dc66peare as a Dramatic Artist. A Popular Illustration of tho Principles of 

SdeirtUic Criticism.** By Richard G. Moultou, M.A., late Scholar of Christ’s College; 
Cambridge Unireraity (Extension) Lecturer in Literature. Oxford: Clarendon Press. 

§ ‘‘Musical History, bri<'iiy Narrated and Technically Discussed. With a 1^11 of 
tho Names of Musicians and the Times and Places of their Births and Deaths.** By 
G. A. Macfarren. Edinburgh: Adam & Charles Black. 

II “Centnd Asuui Questioos. Essays on Afghanistan,'China, and Central Asia.’* 
By Demetrius C. Boulger, author of “ Tho History of China,” “ Endand and Russia 
in Central Asia,” &c. &c. With Portrait and Maps. London: T. Fisher Unwin. ^ 
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is written in a conservative temper, whether the subject is Russia, 
Afghanistan, Ciiina, or Tibet; but there is so much important 
information in his researches that every class of English politicians 
must derive benefit from perusal of these elaborate essays.—Mr. 
Laurence Hutton’s “Literary. Landmarks of London”* is an at¬ 
tempt to identify the houses in London where famous literary men 
have lived, or lounged, or worked. This is a much more difficult task 
than might be expected, because streets have been again and again 
renamed and renumbered; but Mr Hutton has been very careful and 
painstaking, and has succeeded in making his rather novel kind of 
guide-book surprisingly full and complete. As far as we have tested 
it, it seems also to be accurate.—In “ Social Life in Scotland,” f C. 
Rogers gives us a great amount of well-arranged informatioh about the 
manners and customs of common life in Scotland, in past and recent 
times. The author has been for years collecting these facts from every 
available source, especially from official records which are now all acces¬ 
sible to the public, except, it seems, the important onps of kirk- 
sessions, presbyteries, and provincial synods, llis work is very full 
and interesting. 

'* London: T. Fishov Unwin. t Rdinbnrgh: W. Paterson. 



“WHY DID WE DEPOSE ISMAIL?” 


" AN you tell me why we deposed Ismail? Since I returned 
from the Cape I have been asking every one I thought likely 
to know. I have read every word relating to our policy that appears 
in the Parliamentary papers and reports, but I have been unable to 
find one valid reason for our action, or any satisfactory explanation 
of the causes which led to it.'^ These were the words of Sir Bartle 
Prere addressed to the writer of this paper. Now, Sir Bartle Frere, 
over and above the general interest he took in the affairs of Egypt 
in their relations to Imperial questions, had, as Governor of Bombay 
and as Commissioner to Zanzibar, a special knowledge of the 
character of its ruler and the state of the country ; and he was also 
directly concerned in the execution of a project of Ismail Pasha, to 
the consequences of which, though he by no means foresaw or was 
responsible for them, may be attributed the troubles which befell 
the Khedive, and led to his overthrow. In October 1857, Sir Bartle 
Frere, then in attendance on the Prince of Wales on his way to Indi^ 
was consulted by Ismail Pasha on a subject over which he stfid Re 
had been thinking for some time. It was after dinner, one night in 
Cairo, at the palace of Abdin, that the Khedive, having, with the 
command of facts and figures in which he excelled, contrasted the 
resources with the credit of Egypt, asked Sir Bartle Frere whether 
he thought the British Government would aid in dissipating 
unfounded apprehensions based on interested misstatements, by send¬ 
ing out one of the officials of the Treasury—" one of tho^e Experts 
who prepare the materials for your annual budget"—to examine and 
report on the financial condition of the country. The Aaron^s rod 
which was to swallow up all the others—the loan of itdes^rsi Oppen- 
heim of 1873—had failed disastrously. For an issue of i£3!l^,000,(X)0 
VOL, xtvm. Y 
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Egypt had rAicivcd about iJ17,000,000 sterling—the balance repre¬ 
sented the gains of the financial “ operators," and the gradual waste 
of national credit and the accretion of personal prodt produced by their 
manipulations. The budget for the year, which showed a remarkable 
equilibrium between income and expenditure, had, in lieu of inspiring 
conlidcnccj actually awakened suspicion and given rise to injurious 
rumours. The Khedive was convinced that an investigation by a 
competent unprejudiced accountant would demonstrate the solvency 
of Egypt and the reality of the equilibrium between her resources 
and her obligations. Sir Bartle Frerc lyarmly approved of the idea. 
Before the Prince of Wales left Egypt, Nubar Pasha forwarded 
through Major-General Stanton an official application to London 
for the assistance the Khedive required. The request was granted, 
but not in the way intended by the Khedive. Ismail asked for 
bread in the shape of a skilful accountant; he was presented with an 
amiable serpent in the guise of an ex-Cabinet Minister. The finan¬ 
cial relations of Egypt to Europe were immediately altered. The 
foreign bondholder was intelligent enough to note and appreciate 
the consequences of the new departure. Ministers and couauls-general 
could henceforth be turned to account to enforce claims or insist on 
the fulfilment of obligations to foreigners, which the general polity of 
Europe hud hitherto decreed to be matters of private arrangement 
and responsibility. 

Up to 1879 Ismail was recognized by the world as one of the most 
energetic rulers who ever presided over a State. Under the im¬ 
pulsion of Ismail's powerful hand the teeming projects of his brain 
were pressed forward to execution instantly and at all costs. Ideaa 
seized on the moment were at once clothed with action. It was as 

K 

though the Khedive thought he had obtained possession of the talis¬ 
man of yore of the genii in the Arabian nights; but he very speedily 
found himself in the presence and power of the Afreet. The gravest 
charge that could be made against him was that he had forced the 
running, and had sought to condense into a few years the reforms 
which ought to have been spread over a period of many j itars, if not 
of generations. That offence was one which Prince Bismarck might 
well have pardoned, for it was one to which he confessed his Own 
proneness. " I do not oare," he said once, " to work for results I 
shall not live to see! I want' to be sure of the possession of the 
objects I desire to attain." Let it not be supposed that I defend 
the prodigal expenditure and reckless outlay for which the financiers 
of Europe afforded such fatal facility. I do not. But I contend 
that the benefits derived by Egypt from them should, in justice to 
the Khedive, be set off in striking the balance. . , 

The policy and purpose of Ismail's life as a ruler were to render 
Egypt, as far as he could secure the support of the Powers, inde- 
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pendent of the Porte; to secure for hih dynasty the advantages which 
are associated with the law of primogeniture in lieu of the Mahomedau 
law of succession; to establish and xnaintain order; to develop 
industry; to promote agriculture; to abolish the slave trade; to lay 
the foundations of constitutional government by the creation of 
a Chamber of Representatives; to reform the administration of 
justice; to educate the people; to bring Egypt under the induence 
of European civilization; and to assimilate as far as possible his own 
position and functions with those of a European monarch ruling with 
and by a body of responsible Ministers. The most inveterate and 
interested of his enemies and detractors, among whom are to be 
found in the foremost ranks men who havd built up their enormous 
fortunes on bis ruin, must admit that in the contrast between the 
Egypt of 1862 and the Egypt* of 1879 is to be found the best monu¬ 
ment that could be reared to commemorate the achievements of his ^ 
reign; as a comparison between the Egypt of 1879 and the Egypt of 
1885 would afford the most striking and distressing commentary 
on the disasters which followed his deposition. The cost at Which 
the ma#ellou8 transformation was effected was, I admit, enormous. 
But the fatal facility with which he could borrow, and his indomi¬ 
table confidence in his powers of pulling through difficulties, which 
indeed he seemed to seek, just as a strong swimmer takes delight in 
breasting the waves at their height, obscured his judgment and 
deafened his ear to the voice of prudence. He was surrounded by 
inventors, projectors, speculators, charlatans, and above all by “ finan¬ 
ciers,” who were ever ready to find the means of executing thfc 
schemes which were held out to fire his ambition and to tickle his 
vanity. In the full tide of Ismail’s borrowing and spending there 
was heard the voice of praise and admiration only. The states¬ 
men in Europe, imperial and royal visitors, men of science, artists, 
travellers of all sorts, the writers in the press all over the world, 
joined in a chorus of eulogy. He was a most enlightened and bene¬ 
ficent ruler, the fitting complement of Mehemet Ali—a wise and 
energetic administrator, bent on the civilization and well-being of his 
country. Not one wise or faithful councillor could be foimd to 
warn or dissuade—not one adviser who would risk place and power 
for his masters sake. When expenditure was most wildly riotous, 
and loans and interests most ruinous, Nubar Pasha, conspicuous for 
his share in the work of reform, was a Minister of the Khedive. It 
would be unjust indeed to one who has rendered vast services to his 
adopted country to suppose he did not deplore the excesses in which 
he was engaged. But he denies his responsibility. He hieets charges 
of complicity and connivance by pleas of confession and avoidance, 
as lawyers say. " I own I was his Minister. But I was powerless I 
You do not know what a man Ismail is, No one dared to oppose 
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him/^ It wns almost in these words he excused himself to an 
eminent diplomatist who at the end of a long indictment of 
Ismail's reign asked Nubar. casually, " By-the-by, who was his 
Minister during all this extravagance?"- When Nubar left the 
room the diplomatist remarked in a dreamy way, ** I wonder it never 
occurred to so clever a man that he could have done just as he has 
done now—gone away?" Perhaps Nubar could not have done 
so without sacridcing the fortune he had made by Ismail's favour; 
but at all events he might have refused to participate in the spoils 
of the country, or if he thought himself justified in accepting gifts 
of lands and houses from the Khedive, he might have felt that his 
mouth ought to be shut when the prodigality of his benefactor 
was censured. 

But there were substantial gains to Egypt to be set off against 
the accumulating debt. When the Khedive opened the Chamber of 
Deputies, the National Assembly, in the creation of which he anti¬ 
cipated the recommendations of Lord Dufferin’s constitution by 
many years, he was enabled in his speech to parade in long review 
the series of reforms and of public works which had been ^ecuted, 
and to enumerate the results Egypt had derived from her loans. 
The abolition of the corvee, the formation of a fixed civil list, the 
improvement of agriculture, the reclamation of the desert, the intro¬ 
duction of machinery, the extension of education, the foundation of 
schools and colleges, the reorganization of the military forces of 
the country, the establishment of a commercial navy,* the develop¬ 
ment of railways,—these were among the measures the Khedive 
could indicate, some as proofs of the progress of enlightened ideas, 
others as concessions to the legitimate aspirations of his people. If 
the sight of an ironclad fleet in the waters of Alexandria aroused 
the suspicion and called for the ultimate action of the Porte, it 
certainly was not unwelcome to the Egyptians, who remembered 
with pride the attitude of Mehemet Ali and the victories of Ibrahim. 
But the phenomenon of a National Assembly, at least as free as the 
Parliament of England for the first four centuries of thtf lexistence 
of the House of Commons, was regarded with dislike, ill veiled by 
ridicule, by those who felt that the manifestation must be detri¬ 
mental to their interests, and the efforts of the Khedive were regarded 
as insidious manoeuvres to tamper with their securities. In fact, the 
" Egyptian people " was taken to be an uncanny invention of Ismail. 

" The people I " The idea that behind and below all the telegraph¬ 
sending, despatch-writing gentlemen, and that outside the circle of 
bond'holding, stock-jobbing, money-lending foreigners, there was an 
actual indigenous population with notions of their own rights and 
wrongs, was not easily received into the recesses of the diplomatic 
and consular mind, It was at once agreed that the Khedive had 
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created the bogey out of the Nife miid, to frigliteii his creditors. 

This national bogey, however, was real enough. The ablest native 
had no prospect of rising to become the head of any department 
Foreigners commanded the army and filled the staff. Frenchmen 
drilled and instructed it. An Englishman ruled the^ marine. An 
Armenian was at the head of the Ministry. As long as the* commu¬ 
nity of European creditors did not come before the Egy'ptian public 
as the representatives of foreign States, there was no manifestation 
of nationalism. It was the luckless expedient for which the Khedive 
and Nubar Pasha—one or both—were responsible, of introducing 
foreign Ministers to the council board, which accentuated all the evils 
of the foreign domination and produced the crisis. It was when 
France and England appeared seated at the Caisses, and exercising 
supreme control at Cairo and Alexandria, that Frenchmen and^ 
Englishmen began to incur the dislike and animosity of the Egyp¬ 
tians. The moment some attache to a foreign office—some soldier 
or lawyer " with claims ” on his Government—or some expert-arith¬ 
metician, landed in Egypt, he was supposed to be endowed with 
instinctive knowledge of the situation, and to be quite competent to 
advise, and if needs be to “ warn,” the Khedive. The doctrine, that 
there is no such feeling in Egypt as that which is called nationality 
in Europe, may have deceived the foreign agents who neither under¬ 
stood the language nor the sentiments of the people; but it is to be 
wondered at that men who were foremost in vindicating what are 
called Liberal principles—men who had a tear for every suffering 
nationality, if not an arm for every suffering cause—should have 
regarded with stony indifference tlie efforts of Egyptians to acquire 
the place among the nations of the world towards which Lord 
Dufferiu believed he had secured their right of way by that gleam of 
light which was to touch the lips of the Memnon and warm them 
to utter the cry of freedom. They were mere fellaheen: Pharaohs, 
Ptolemies, Caesars, Caliphs, and Pashas bad crushed them underfoot, 
and 1^ no spark of manhood in them. And then the notion that 
a descendant of Mehemet Ali should aspirt^ to give a Coustitution 
to his kingdom was so supremely ridiculous! 

Early in 1876 the Duke Decazes approached Lord Lyons with 
certain crude proposals for interference in Egyptian affairs, which 
were developed gradually into the shape of the Dual Control. 

" Moved by the imminent danger in which the very large interests 
of French and English creditors were placed,” the French Minister 
of Foreign Affairs suggested that France and England should act 
together, and that an International Commission, like that which had 
worked so well in Tunis ” (!) " should be brought to bear on Egypt.*' 
^rd Derby peremptorily rejected the overture. He instructed Lord 
Lyons to say that " the English Government had no reason what- 
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ever to suppose that the Khedive desired any system of control over 
his finances.” When the contract for a loan with the Anglo- 
Egyptian and National Bank was forwarded by J;he consular agent 
to the Foreign Office, with a request from the Khedive that an 
English commissioner should be named by Her Majesty's Govern¬ 
ment to' take part in the management, Lord Derby refused the 
entanglement, and replied that "the Government would not send 
a commissioner to discharge any function of the sort" The Duke 
Decazes, renewing his proposals for an international commission 
to regulate Egyptian debts, again presented to Lord Lyons a financial 
scheme, which was, he said, a project of a decree prepared by thi§ 
Khedive, but which was really a project of a groii^ of French financiers, 
in which provision was made for the much-desired commission, 
headed by M. Fastre. Lord Derby refused to appoint any com¬ 
mission. He said he knew nothing of the scheme, and coldly 
declared that Her Majesty's Government "had no communication 
with any capitalists in connection with Egyptian finance." But even 
then the Duke "disclaimed any action which could be construed 
as a guarantee for Egyptian finance." Nevertheless, the fortress in 
which these sound principles were ensconced was exposed to sap and 
mine with steady persistence. The breach was made in 1876, when 
Her Majesty*'* Government " allowed Mr. Rivers Wilson leave of 
absence to assist the Viceroy in the arrangement of the public 
accounts.” 

A change of Government took place at home—Mr. Gladstone 
went out and Lord Beaconsfield came in—and at first it seemed 
as if the boast of the Foreign Office, that change of Ministers does 
not influence foreign policy, would be justified. Sir S. Northcote at 
the outset, indeed, sharply accentuated Lord Derby's previous action. 
The Khedive had prepared an elaborate scheme for the consolidation 
of the various loans and debts, for which he sought the approval 
of the Government. Sir S. Northcote not only refused to give that 
approval, ibut he called on Mr. Rivers Wilson either to resigijr the 
Egyptian service or his post in the Treasury at home. In 1876 the 
new tribunals were established. In two years the consuls-general 
served on the Khedive a remonstrance against the non-execution of 
the decrees - of the Courts against himself. To suppose any State 
could exist—above all an Eastern State—'in which the ruler could 
be exposed to the indignity of having brokers put in possession of 
his effects by a foreign Court, would be to contemplate a philoso* 
phical and abstract relation of the monarch to his people of which’ 
there is no example in histoiy.^ ' 

* A ouriooB if not edifying stady is afforded by a perasal of the papers relating to 
Baker and Gkirdon’s work in the Sondan, and by a comparison of tbem wi^ theoia* 
tribes agaust the ambition of the Khedive, the wickedness of his conquests and nsoips-' 
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^ The same year which saw the introduction of the mixed tribunals 
Tpitnessed the establishment of the Dual Control. The controllers 
were at first simple financial supervisors and advisers; but their 
influence was soon felt in every department of the State, and the 
Egyptian, raising his eyes to the seat of government at Cairo, saw 
for ever the reproduction of Quintin Matsys’ misers weighing out 
his gold for gentlemen over the sea. 

The coalition to enforce the claims of the bondholders against 
Egypt was complete early in 1878. M. Waddington was able 
to rub his hands over the " entente entre les deux gouvemcments sur 
lea questi^a enlevues par les embaras financieres du Khedive " (28th 
January, 1878). Inatead of evincing some desire to assist him, the 
l^rench Minister mocked at the Viceroy^s demand for an inquiry 
to prove the inequitable nature of the charges on his treasury. 
M. des Michel and Mr, Vivian were instructed as to the course 
^ to be pursued in presence of the fears, most .lively and pro- 
baldy most thoroughly well founded, of the perils of the situation.’''' 
Of France ? No. Of Engjand ? Certainly not. But the situa¬ 
tion, ■ forsooth, of the creditors of the Khedive, whose interests 
might be strongly exposed if in a very near time they (the in¬ 
terests) did not find support abroad." However, M. Waddington 
even then had no thought of direct diplomatic action. He only 
“ sought,” he says,'' an accord between the Cabinets of London and 
Versailles, to protect, on a common base in keeping strictly between 
the limits of simple officious action, interests hitherto delivered to 
unscrupulous methods." In the same dispatch he indicated his 
dissatisfaction with the relations of the Reformed Tribunals to 
the Government. The advocates practising in the^h courts had 
asserted that the sentences obtained by the State were executed with 
pitiless rigour, whereas decrees against the State were practically 
dead letters. M. Waddington accepted these averments as “ throw¬ 
ing a very sad light on the administrative proceedings of the 
Khedive." The Minister of Finance made a report. It was im¬ 
portant to inquire if it were based on justice, and therefore a 
commission was named to verify deficits in the revenue, to in¬ 
quire into abuses in taxation and suggest remedies, and to show 
what sources of revenue could be relied upon for the service of 
1878, and to collect evidence on such matters." Gordon Pasha 
was named as president. The Khedive hoped (such were his " dis^ 
ptmtxong dSplorables") that the English and French controllers 
would associate themselves with the work of the commission. But 
although M. Waddington admitted that the arrangements of 1876 

t^unpoMibilifcy of ruling the regions over which he ruled for many yean with- 
wt queitiOB, and the final re establishment of domestic slavery by a British general 

m the oonntry he had freed from it 



312 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


(as to the controllers) were susceptible of modification, he was re< 
solved that the Khedive should not make the modifications.'^ The ink 
of this dispatch was scarcely dry ere a telegram from Cairo announced 
(January 30th} that the Khedive had decreed a Commission of In¬ 
quiry “ on principles contrary to those already enunciated by the 
Foreign Commissioners of the Debt:” L'impression/* added the 
dispatch, esi mauvai&e!* Now, if a disinterested person were to 
examine the proposal, he would, I think, admit it was perfectly 
reasonable. 

On 30th March the commission, consisting of M. de Lesseps, 
Mr. II. Wilson, Riaz Pasha, M. Buravelli, Mr. E. Bariqg, M. de 
Blignicrea, and M. Kremer, was appointed by the Khedive. Cordon 
Pasha disappeared from the list. On 24th May the first fruits of 
their labours appeared in the form of a benevolent report on the 
sufferings of the’ unpaid employes of the State. Pursuing their 
labours, they arrived at the conclusion that the Dairas should be 
surrendered for the unconsolidated debt. The Khedive accepted 
that conclusion witliout a word. He agreed to all the recommenda¬ 
tions of the commission, and charged Nubar Pasha to form a 
Ministry to carry out the proposed reforms. “ It is natural I 
should do 80 ,^* said he in his speech to Mr. Rivers Wilson, " for 
it is I who sought this work for the good of my country But 
he had soon reason to feel that he had uttered an unpleasant truth 
when he added, My country is no longer in Africa, We are 
part of Europe.” The new Ministry came on the scene with an 
extraordinary flourish of drums and trumpets. Their powers were 
enlarged; a Council of State was elaborated; the benefits of the 
Reformed Tribunals were extended to native Egyptians. 

M. Waddington accepted the arrangement, but it was with a proviso. 
France “ could only accept the new arrangement in so far as she had 
an equal share in the distribution of power with England.” " Every¬ 
thing,” says the Minister, “ everything depends ” (or rather rests) 

" on the principle of an equal participation of office between |'ynch 
and English elements.” Nubar Pasha could assure himself of trench 
support if the portfolio of Minister, " with sufficient attributions,” 
were given to a Frenchman 1 Mr. Rivers Wilson was Itjftiister of 
Finance. M, de Blignieres was named Minister of Public Works 
with the concurrence of the Foreign Office. The Dairas were 
delivered to the care of a special commission of an Englishman and 
a Frenchman ("with sufficient attributions”) and an Egyptian.f 

* l^e Western Powers would not hear of the Sultan’s interfercoco whek ttie 
Khedive informed Messrs. Gosoheo and Joubert that the Saltan was the only authority 
before whom he could efface himself, and that he was willing to let the Sublime Porte 
name a Commission of Inquiry, with which he would have no relations whatever. 

t They were soon after pledged to Messrs. Rothschild as security for a loan of 
£8,500,000 (for which tho Khedive got less than £6,000,000) under tlie administration 
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The French Gorernment eren at thU atage was not prepared for 
the grand jump. M, Waddington insisted that the role of the Cabinets 
should be confined “ solely to facilitating by .benevolent assistance, 
in no degree engaging their responsibility, the conclusion of equitable 
transactions between Ismail Basha and the mandataires of the private 
interests which have trusted to his solvability.*’ ' • 

There being now an equality in the distribution of office between 
France and England, the Dual Control was suspended, to be 
re-established if either the French or the English Minister were 
relieved of his functions without the previous consent of his Govern¬ 
ment. 

But all these changes brought neither security nor repose. One 
of the many agents representing France through these peripitiea 
tliought it incumbent on him, very soon after his arrival in Cairo, 
to deliver a lecture to the Khedive “ on the necessity of giving his 
moral support to his own Government; in other words, the 
consular agent accused the Viceroy of desiring the wreck of bis own 
Ministry ! The Khedive was well justified in the question by which 
he answered M. Godcaux's " impertinence" : " How can I be 
answerable for the acts of Ministers whom I do not govern ? I will 
aid the Government by every means in my power. You ask for 
moral aid. Moral aid is not enough. I aid, and will aid, it when¬ 
ever my help is demanded.” The irrepressible M. Godeaux took 
advantage of a chance interview, soon after his early interpellation, 
with the Khedive “ to ask his Highness if he was aware of the 
rumour that his Cabinet intended to propose the reduction of the 
floating debt and of the interest of the consolidated debt?” The 
badgered prince could only reply, that " as he was kept* quite out of 
the work of government, he could not give an opinion, but that he 
should like to have the question discussed before him.” The 
rumours were true. The Cabinet of Nubar Pasha was preparing to 
liquidate. The Powers were confronted by the IVankenstcin they 
had made. M. de Blignieres and Mr. Bivers Wilson, whose raison 
d'etre had been the protection of the creditors of Egypt, had matured 
a scheme in direct opposition to the opinions of the Khedive, 
reducing the interest on the debt, and paying off the floating debt, 
&c., and they informed the consuls-general of their intention to 
resign if their proposals were not accepted. The Khedive declared 
the reductipn of the interest and the arrangement for the floating debt, 
the issue of bonds, &c., were not necessary, and that he would undertake 
to pay all the obligations if he were allowed to deal with the 
situation. 

It was in the midst of these financial discussions that a very 

of highly paid Europeans, who, it may be said without offence and with truth, had no 
qualiticatiouB for the management of such estates*and the disposal of their produce. 
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practical demonstration of the feelings aroused in the country, 
and of the new management of affairs by Nubar's Government, was 
afforded by the appearance, on *18th February, 1879, of a mob of 
starving ofHcers and soldiers of the army—-2,500 of whom had been 
disbanded and put qn half-pay without receiving a farthing of the long 
arrears -due to them—in front of the Treasury, uttering loud eries 
for their pay, and (some say) threatening violence to the officials. 
The consuls-geueral hastened to Ismail, and demanded his assist¬ 
ance. He might have pleaded his want of means and power; he 
might have shut himself up, as his Ministers had done. But— 
Into meliore fictu's —^he went at once to the scene, and at his 
presence and word the hungry rioters dispersed. When Ismail, 
who knew Egypt as well at heart as the Emperor Napoleon III. 
knew France, perceived that the growing discontent of his subjects 
had extended its influence to the army, and that the European 
representatives of the financial interests shut their ears to the cries 
of affairs and men, he saw that it was impossible to retain in office 
the unsympathetic councillors whose adhesion to abstract principles 
had brought the country to the verge of insurrection—the insurrec¬ 
tion which in the form of a peaceful revolution broke out in the 
reign of his successor. He believed that no reform could be carried, 
no Government administered by men who had not touch of the 
people, no sympathy with national sentiment, and that his experi¬ 
ment was a dead failure the moment the armed force on which he 
relied to carry on his administration had gone over to the popular 
.cause. Ismail was a veritable Sisyphus, but the stone grew heavier , 
and the mountain higher every year. It was not only among dis¬ 
banded soldiers Nubar’s Ministry was unpopular: the Frencdi agent re¬ 
ported “un vif mecontentement parmi les indigenes." Nubar in alarm 
came to M. Godeaux and Mr. Vivian, and declared he could no longer 
answer for the public security; he " begged them to save his life and 
that of his colleagues!" The situation was critical The consuls has¬ 
tened to the only power in the State—the Khedive. “Will yomr High¬ 
ness answer for the maintenance of order ? " The answer wa^ prompt 
and decided. “ Certainly. I will assume all responsibility for the 
maintenance of order, on condition that I am associated with the 
Government, and that Nubar Pasha retires." Nubar retired briskly. 
At the Quai d'Orsay and in Powning Street the news appeared to 
cause no emotion. M. Waddington telegraphed to {he French 
agent that “ the dismissal of Nubar Pasha was to London and Paris 
a mere personal question.^' That it was not altogether so might, 
however, be gathered from the ominous words which followed: 
“Orders have been sent for the despatch of a man-of-war to 
Alexandria, and the English Government is about to do tiie 
same." 
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The object of that proceeding, in connection with the dismissal of 
a Minister " about whom London and Paris did not care/* is not 
easy to divine; but if M. WaddingjUm could have- looked three years 
in advance, it may be safely affirmed he would have issued no such 
instructions. As Ismail had assumed the responsibility for maih^ 
tenance of order, he had a right to demand that measures to which 
his sanction was necessary should bo submitted to and discussed 
in the Council with him, but he consented to abide by the opinion 
of the majority. He asked, however, to have the right of <y)nvoking 
his Council. To these demands the consuls-general, who had just 
appealed to .the Khedive for protection, declared, in reference to a 
letter in which Ismail replied that ho wished to meet all thd obliga¬ 
tions of the State, that ** they could not allow [stc] the Khedive to 
express in an official letter his desire to see the fiiiancial arrange¬ 
ments of his Government strictly executed, because this desire would 
be interpreted as a promise at a time when the hnancial situation 
demands, at least for the moment, a certain restraint on the^e 
engagements!” To put their hook in his nose and their bridle in 
his lips, they announced that the proposals of the Khedive “ con¬ 
stituted an essential modification of the condition, that the Council of 
Ministers was to possess a power distinct from that of the Khedive,” 
who was nevertheless to be responsible. Well might the Khedive 
assert that in denying to him the right to assist at the counsels of 
his Ministers the Governments of France and England prevented the 
possibility of the proper relations which should exist in Egypt between 
the ruler and his Government, and that they, and not he, must 
accept the responsibility of the complete failure, which, as well as 
the past troubles, would be the natural result of their decision. 

On February 18, Paris and London attached no importance whatever 
to the dismissal of Nubar Pasha. Whether it was due to urgent 
remonstrances from Cairo or other influences, an extraordinary 
change of opinion was manifested simultaneously by M. Wad- 
dington and the English Minister. On February 21 M. Waddington 
announced that Nubar Pasha must remain in the Cabinet to support 
-his two European colleagues;” but he thought "the relations 
between the Khedive and his Ministers might be modified in con¬ 
formity with the usages of constitutional government.” Messrs. 
Bligni^res and Wilson formulated a demand that the Ministry 
should be consulted as to the choice of their colleagues when 
vacancies occurred in the Council. The Khedive offered to accept a 
third European Minister, to give any guarantee for freedom of 
action the two Governments would suggest; but he observed that if 
the native Ministers were not selected from those men who had the 
respect and sympathy of the country, the new Government' must 
assuredly fail; if the two Powers insisted on the restoration of Nubar, 
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he must bow to their will; but it was his duty to warn them that it 
would be a source of offence and affront to the most worthy senti¬ 
ments of the pcoplcj and if thi^ public peace were disturbed they 
must not hold him responsible or reproach him for neglecting to 
enlighten chem. To evince their respect for constitutional usages; the 
two Governments insisted that M. dc Blignieres and Mr. Wilson should 
have the right to veto absolutely auy measure of which they con¬ 
jointly disapproved. They, moreover, refused to permit the Khedive 
to assist at the deliberations of his own Council. They proposed to 
issue a decree to postpone the payment of the April coupon. The 
Khedive refused to sign it: he said the country was perfectly able to 
pay. Mr. Wilson called his attention to the danger he was incurring 
in placing himself in direct opposition to his Council of Ministers, 
and urged him to reflect on the effect such a course would have in 
Europe and Constantinople.” The Khedive, however, replied that " it 
was immaterial to him what danger he incurred as long as he acted 
according to his convictions and his conscience.” 

On April 7 the Khedive summoned the consular agents, and 
begged them to transmit to their Governments a project which had 
been laid before him as an expression of the wishes of the country, 
and which, whilst establishing the fact that Egypt could meet all its 
financial engagements, demanded the formation of a native Cabinet, 
to be responsible to the Chamber of Delegates, and the re-establish¬ 
ment of the Control. The plan thus elaborated was the work of the 
notables, dignitaries, and functionaries, religious, civil, and military, 
of the whole of Egypt. The preamble recited that the existing 
Council of Ministers, without any regard to the Chamber of Delegates, 
had issued pi'ojets de hi which assumed that Egypt was bankrupt and 
which annulled the law. The deputies, &c., protested against these pro¬ 
jects. They were persuaded that Egypt could pay her State debts. 
They laid before the Khedive a statement to prove the truth of their 
contention, and they claimed the right they had under the electoral 
law to exercise the powers possessed by similar bodies in Europe 
in questions of internal administration of finance. The European 
Ministers were dismissed, and Cherif Pasha was placed at the 
head of the hew Ministry. These measures aroused the utmost 
indignation iu the European official circles. It was not regarded as 
a matter of the smallest moment that they gave the liveliest satis¬ 
faction to the Egyptian public. 

The Behemoths of the Bourses rose- up against Ismail, England 
indeed lent him some support. Only six weeks before his fall 
Ismail was assured by Mr. Vivian that " he might rely on the assist¬ 
ance and support of England in the measures he contemplated.” 
Mr. Vivian, who had on several occasions withstood the march of 
the reformers, and had disapproved of Mr. Rivers Wilson^s proposals. 
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waa Bummoned to England. Mr. Lascellea vas sent out with 
express instructions to give his cordial support to Mr. B. Wilson in 
bis dealings with tbe Khedive. He arrived almost simultaneously 
with the nomination of the new Ministry, which was about to 
engage, in the persons of its European members, in conOict with the 
Khedive. Mr. Lascelles had not been a fortnight in Cairo.ere he 
was satisfied that the Khedive, whose influence in the country was 
very great,” was implicated in meetings which it turned out after¬ 
wards were held to consider the financial project, and to petition the 
Khedive to promulgate the Constitution of 1877. 

It was not till eighteen days after the receipt of Mr. Lascelles' tele¬ 
gram of April 9 that Lord Salisbury wrote a dispatch, in which," ad¬ 
mitting that the Khedive was not bound to retain Mr. Wilson perma¬ 
nently in office,”' he assumed that his dismissal '^was precipitate 
and causeless” (taking no note of the popular discontent and 
dangerous excitement in the country). His Lordship suggested that 
the Khedive should take back the European Ministers (with whom 
Cherif Pasha informed Mr. Lascelles the Egyptians could nut work), 
and observed that he would look to his future action for a favourable 
interpretation of the past, but that if the Khedive did not mend his 
ways the two Governments, would seek the best arrangements to 
secure the good government and prosperity of Egypt.” Ismail 
disclaimed any, discourtesy in dismissing the Ministers, but he de¬ 
clined to reinstate the European Ministers in the Cabinet; and Cherif 
Pasha informed Mr. Vivian the Cabinet were determined not to 
allow the Khedive to agree to their presence, and would resign if 
he put them back. 

On May 11 Count Munster suddenly came on the scene. His 
Excellency informed Lord Salisbury that the Imperial Government 
considered the Khedivial decree regarding the Mixed Courts of 
Justice as null aud void of legal efleot, and invited England to join 
in a decided rejection of it. The other Powers instructed their 
agents and consuls-general to join in the protest of Germany against 
the Khedive's decree of April 22. This was a joint protest of the 
Powers which, as Mr. Vivian informed Lord Salisbury on June 8, 
he had reason to believe would be attended to, and that the decree 
would consequently be modified or withdrawn. If the Khedive were 
allowed to do so, and the decree were withdrawn, it might be 
supposed that a modus vivendi could still be established. But there 
were communic^ttions sub rosd, confidential inquiry, developments of 
policy, and exchanges of views going on, the nature of which may 
he inferred from the announcement in Mr. Vivian's dispatch of June 8, 
that he proposed to leave Mr. Lascelles in charge, and return to 
England on the 16th. The Western Powers had resolved on their 
course for t^e time being without looking very far in advance of it. 
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They had decided on the deposition of the* Khedive without more 
ado,* and would not hear of any 7oc»s peniieniia. Three days after 
Mr. Vivian left Egypt Lord Salisbury telegraphed (June 18th) to 
Mr. Lascellcs to represent officially to the Khedive that he would 
do wisely to abdicate in favour of Tewfik, and at the same time he 
wrote a dispatch based on the assumption that there ** was public 
disorder/’ declaring that "the personal character and rule of the 
Khedive and his past career unfitted him to remain in power. The 
Powers were bound to arrest misgovernmenfc before it results in the 
material ruin and almost incurable disorder to which it must lead.'^ 
The result of that interference has been bankruptcy, revolution, and 
rebellion; the loss of provinces and power; the suspension of the 
law; the nullification of the decrees of the tribunals by those 
who created them; and the absorption of British influence in the 
caput mortuum of European control. 

The French and English emissaries charged with this brusque 
commission made fine offers to the Khedive if he would o'uly oblige 
them by abdicating—whatever terms he pleased to ask: an ample 
civil list, a residence in any capital of Europe, &c. But Ismail 
refused to commit the happy dispatch. By the Sultan he had 
been confirmed ou his throne. If he was to fall, it must be by 
the Sidtau’s will. ** The emissaries retired to await instructions. 
But the Western Powers found a powerful if not altogether un¬ 
expected ally and champion. The claims of German bondholders 
had been enforced by process of law * against the State and 
against the Khedive. The decrees had not been executed. It might 
not have been unpleasant for Prince Bismarck to assume before 
Europe the .position of the executive of the will and power of 
Europe; and the irresistible Chancellor, the expression of whose 
wishes would be accepted by the Sultan as a command, directed his 
Ambassador to ask the Porte to oblige him by issuing a ffrman 
ordering the Khedive to abdicate and to retire from Egypt." 

In a vain appeal to the Sultan for protection against the pressure 
of the Western Powers (in the action of which the SubliitA Porte 
was keen-sighted enough to see the machinery at work which might 
possibly crush the national party in Egypt and facilitate the restora¬ 
tion of the Ottoman domination) the Khedive summed up the 
results of his administration on Egypt in words which will bear 
repetition: I have passed sixteen years well employed, for under 

my administration Egypt has been covered with a network of rail¬ 
ways.* I have largely extended the canalization which fecundatea 
the soil, and have quintupled its productions. I have created two great 
ports at Alexandria and at Suez. I have destroyed in Central A&ica 

* lu 1863 there were 200 mileiof rail, io I87S there were 1,200 ii^ Egypt. 
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the sources of slavery, ahd have raised the standard of the empire in 
regions where it was hitherto unknown. I have finished and handed 
over to the world the canal of the two seas; and finally, after long 
and vigorous resistance, I have inaugurated the judicial reforms 
which, in putting an end to delays resulting from the multiplicity of 
foreign tribunals, and in administering justice with the-pronlptitude 
which alone gires it value, have prepared for the future the means 
of harmonizing the contract of the civilization of the East .with 
that of the West/' It is scarcely possible to restrain a smile when 
one reads the dispatch of June 25, 1879, to the Ambassador, in 
which the French Minister declares that the abdication of the 
Khedive, and the substitution in his place of his eldest son, are 
purely Egyptian affairs, and it is for that reason we have dealt with * 
them at Cairo.” The sole intervention of the Porte, foreseen by the 
firman of 1873, will consist in the formality of the investiture of 
Tewfik Pasha. On the evening of June 26, 1879, the guns of 
the citadel announced that Tewfik had taken his seat on his father’s 
throne: the era of good government, of constitutional rule, and law 
and order, was to begin: Ismail was driven forth from Egypt. There 
could be no pretext and pretences that he was engaged in fermenting 
troubles and conspiring against his own Government. He had passed 
out to enjoy such pleasures as '' les rois cn exile ” may find to console 
them for loss of power and opportunity to govern. 

The apathy of that Parliament which for the last four years has 
been so deeply, constantly, and painfully interested in Egypt, was but 
the reflex of the complete indifference of the country. The Govern¬ 
ment was allowed a free hand witlr a vengeance, and it was almost 
encouraged to shroud its operations in impenetrable darkness. If 
some independent member asked a question about troubles in Egypt, 
he was told it would be inexpedient to answer him. Discussion was 
evaded, information was denied, and papers were kept back. Indeed 
there seemed to be a general concurrence in the principle laid down 
by Mr. Goschen, that “ the House of Commons was not the proper 
arena for the discussion of Egyptian finance.” That was said in the 
February of the very year of the deposition! The debate arose out 
of a motion made by Mr. Samuelson, “ to ascertain what was the 
justification of the Government for interfering in the financial con¬ 
cerns of Egypt.” Mr. Goschen apparently thought that the Govern¬ 
ment was justified in interfering in those ffnancial concerns, hut that 
the House of Commons was not entitled even to discuss them 1 And 

V 

all the time the Government was provoking a grave political crisis, 
solely, or at least mainly, on financial questions. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer declared that “ the Khedive had absolute authority to 
dismiss Mr. Rivers Wilson without the interference of Her Majesty's 
Government,” and he added that “ the Government did not wish it 
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to be imagined tliat Mr. Rivers Wilson in a%y way represented it” 
Sir S. Northcote (April 17) absolutely denied that any " appeal had 
been made to the Saltan to interfere^ or to dethrone the Khedive; ” 
and when Sir Julian Goldsmid a few days later^ quoting a despatch 
in the Times of April .24, inquired " whether it was true, as stated, 
that the SuUan had offered to depose the Khedive ? " the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer replied that he had seen the statement, but that 
he was unable to give any information with regard to confidential 
communications we have received from foreign Powers"! The 
Opposition, represented in the House of Peers by Lord Granville, 
once or twice evinced a mild curiosity to learn what was going on in 
Egypt, and expressed a gentle impatience at the repeated delay in the 
* production of parliamentary papers; but, just as they were satisfied 
in the Commons by the assurances that communications were still 
going on with the French Government, and that it would be then 
unbecoming to discuss the matter,” they were easily appeased by a 
“few words" from Lord Beaconsfield. Even when Mr. Otway 
(June 20) inquired "if Government had received any information 
that the French ConsuUGencral had waited on the Khedive to 
announce the intention of France to demand his abdication, and, 
if so, whether the representative of England knew of and concurred 
in the proceeding ? ” Mr. Bourkc refused to make any statement. 
And when Mr. Childers, remarking that no paper whatever had 
been laid before Parliament for six months in reference to affairs 
in Egypt, appealed to the Chancellor of-the Exchequer for infor¬ 
mation, Sir S. Northcote " thought it would be hazardous to give 
offence by making any statement as to the supposed action of 
another Power without the consent and clear understanding of the 
Power as to which reference was made,^' (As to which, by way of 
commentary, see the bombardment of Alexandria, abolition of dual 
control, &c.) That attitude was maintained till June 23, when Lord 
Salisbury at last announced that " France and England had advised 
the Khedive to abdicate in favour of his son;” and the Lords, thus 
completely enlightened, by a natural transition proceeded t(f Consider 
the means of preventing floods in the Thames I Lord De la Warr, 
three days later, asked " whether the Khedive had abdicated, or had 
been deposed ? ” Lord Salisbury replied that " he had information 
to the effect that the Khedive had been deposed by thb command 
of the Sultan this morning.” On the same evening, ^ the Commons, 
Lord Hartington, commenting on the absolute ignbrance in which 
Parliament had been kept since December, asked " on what grounds 
the recommendation to the Khedive to abdicate had been based— 
whether they relate to the failure of the Khedive to execute his 
engagements to his creditors or to foreign States ? ” Sir S. Northcote 
said that 
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^‘Ismail had, jn obedience to orders from* the Porte,eabdlcated in favour of 
his SOD Tewfik, but timt the principal grpund on which tlio recommendation to 
abdicate has been based was the.misgovernment of Egypt, and the conviction 
of Her Majesty’s Government and the other Powers that that misgovemment 
was not likely to be corrected under Ismail Pasha.” 

In reply to a direct question from IMr. Fawcett, who said t^e reply 
to it would give considerable relief, Sir S, Northcote subsequently 
declared most explicitly that 

“ the failure of the Khedive to execute his engagements to his creditors was 
not tlie ground on which tlie advice of Her Jlajcsty's (iovernment had been 
given, but he admitted that it would be impossible not to say tliat part of the 
case which induced rninent to take those proceedings was the fact that 
great complications hadiiriscn bctw'eeu tlio Khedive and his creditors, but it 
would be incorrect to say that was the reason of tlio action of the (Tovernment.” 

What was the other part of tlic case? What tvas the reason of the 
action of the Government ? To this day the questions are not solved. 
Of the general allegation, that the Khedive had misgoverned Egypt 
there were no instances and no proof. As compared with the Egypt 
of Mehemet AU or Said Pasha, the Egypt of 1879 was a model of 
good order, of progress, and of civilization. 

At the moment Sir A. Layard was telegraphing that the Sultan 
had deposed Ismail, Mr. llourke, replying to a question' of Sir F. 
Goldsmid about the negotiations at Constantinople, said : If the’hon. 
hart, means the deposition of the Khedive,. 1 have to tell him that the 
correspondence on the subject is still going on; therefore it will be 
impossible for me,” &c. AVlien the Government towards the end of 
July was pressed to discuss the recent iuterfcrencc in Egyptian 
affairs, Sir S. Northcote expressed “ a fear it could ncA be done, 
there is so much business before us.^' A few days later,, in answer 
to a similar demand, he observed: “ There would be plenty of 
opportunities between then and the close of the session for a discus* 
sion." On August 1, Sir Julian Goldsmid asked “whether the state¬ 
ment of M. WaddingtoD, that the Government of‘France had been 
obliged to insist on the abdication or deposition of the Khedive in the 
interests of the creditors, wliereas the English Government stated 
their action had not been taken in the interests of the creditors at all, 
had been made after consultation with the English Government, 
seeing that the Chancellor of the Exchequer had already excused him¬ 
self from making any statement till he had consulted with his French 
colleague?” Sir Stafford Northcote asked for notice; he ha^ **only 
seen a short account of M. AVaddington^s speech in the papers, and 
his experience was that these accounts were not always reliable.” Sir 
Julian Goldsmid gave notice, and on August 4 he asked “ if the Chancel¬ 
lor of the Exchequer could explain the divergence between his stater 
ment, that it was not in the interests of private persons or creditors 
VOL. XLYIU. z 
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that the British Government had acted, and M. Waddington’a words, 
* lu the interests of such of our countrymen as have fortunes in 
Egypt, wc were obliged to instruct our representative to invite the 
Khedive to abdicate ^ ” But the leader of the House of Commons 
said 'Mie could not undertake within the limits of an answer to a 
question to discuss the speech made by M. Waddington.’* Sir Julian 
Goldsmid, whose efforts to gat at the truth in thematter were strenuous, 
then gave notice that he would bring the question before the House 
on Committee of Supply. On August 7 he renewed his endeavour 
to have some explanation of a matter as to which he said Govern¬ 
ment had behaved very ill. There were notices from eleven members 
on the paper, and the House had been put off from time to time with 
excuses, leading him to believe there was no iutention or desire that 
the conduct in Egypt should be discussed at all. They knew it had been 
indispensable, and he could have shown that their interference had 
placed the country in an awkward position by promoting stock-job¬ 
bing and reducing the influence of England in the East. He was 
not surprised the Government bad not kept their promise to have a 
discussion on their policy. Next session the Govcrnment would say 
the discussion related to matters which had happened long ago.^* 
Well, this time there seemed a likelihood of a debate. Sir G. 
Campbell had something to say of course, and ^Ir. Jenkins had to 
observe on the stock-jobbing results of Government action and silence; 
whilst Mr. Shaw Lefevre asserted that Mr. Rivers Wilson had not 
received the support of the British Consul—had, in fact, been opposed 
by him, and that the fall of Mr. Wilson had been no doubt precipi¬ 
tated by Sir Stafford Northcote's announcement to the world, that 
the Khedivef had a perfect right to dismiss him. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer declared he was of all things anxious to discuss Egypt; 
but there was a deal of business to do. It was hard to dnd time 
for everything. As to Mr. Rivers Wilson, why, the Khedive could 
of course dismiss him. And the House went into Supply. On 
August 11, at the Very close of the session, Sir Julian Goldsmid rose 
to call the attention of a thin House to the inter^fence of 
the Government in Egyptian internal affairs, and to the serious 
international complications which had been and were likely to be 
caused by it, which he did iu a speech of remarkable moderation, 
accuracy, and clearness. He pointed out that Lord Clarendon 
in 1869, when the Khedive had far less power than he attained to 
by the finnans of 1872-1878, had directed our ambassador to express to 
the Sultan the opinion of Her Majesty’s Government, that an attempt to 
depose the Khedive would produce a most unfavourable and mischiev¬ 
ous effect; that Colonel Stanton addressed remarks in the same sense 
to His Highness at Cairo, and that Sir H. Elliot, with Lord Granville^s 
approval, in 1873 wrote: *' Egypt was practically independent in all 
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matters of internal administration." The first departure from the 
policy which had been announced and followed with regard to Egypt 
was made in 1878, when our Governmenti joining in the demand of 
France for an independent commission in the interest of the bond* 
holders, suggested that Captain Baring should be placed upon it, and 
Mr. Hivers Wilson, if another Englishman was desirable.* In.a rapid 
review the honourable member recapitulated the principal events in the 
history of our interference solely in the interests of the bondholders." 
The price of French acquiescence in our acquisition of Cyprus was 
an agreement that England would take no action in Egypt without 
previous cousultatiou with France. The Government of France was 
guided by the wishes of the bondholders, and serious complications 
might arise out of our joint responsibility, assumed in pursuance of 
what Mr. Bourkc called ** high policy," which really meant constant 
interference. Sir C. Bilke, who followed, complained that the 
Government had misled the House and country, and had taken the 
affairs' of Egypt into their hands. Two months before, they told the 
House they had done nothing of the kind. They informed the Khedive 
in March that he would be deposed if he did not act as they wished, 
and they had not informed Parliament of the grave responsibility they 
had incurred. Many honourable members spoke, airing crotchets or 
exposing their ignorance and their want of any sort of fitness for par¬ 
ticipating in the discussion ; but the deposition of the Khedive, the 
reasons why and the manner in which it was brought about, were 
barely mentioned at all. Sir G. Cnmpbdl gave the Commons the 
interesting but utterly inaccurate information that Tewfik Pasha 
had one excellent qualification for doing better than his father 
—" speaking English in its best form, that of broad SCBlch," 
When it came to Sir S. Northcote^s turn on behalf of Govern¬ 
ment to reply, he jumped on the back of Mr. Rivers Wilson 
again, and did a double act of horsemanship with him and Nubar 
Pasha, with whom, in a dust-storm of words raised by their hoofs, he 
linked after a while a number of persons; but of any explanation 
or defence of the action of Government in forcing the Khedive to 
abdicate there is not a trace. “ The Khedive had a perfect right 
to dismiss Mr. Rivers Wilson! " The right thing to do was to spare 
his (the Khedive^s) feelings. Therefore the Government warned him 
that ** in the event of any disturbance of the public peace the 
consequences would prove serious to him." (Why not to Tewfik 
later, as when the Alexandrian massacres occurred; or was there 
no disturbance of the peace then?) “The general principle 
on which the Government acted was not to interfere in the in¬ 
terests of the' English or other creditors of the Khedive." “It 
was a mere accident and incident of the position that they had 
been obliged to interfere, and they did so, not for the sake of the 

Z.2 
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credilorsy but to prevent anarchy and misrule in Egypt/' Sir 
Stafford declared Mr. Cave's mission was to ascertain if thC'purchasc 
by our Government of his Highness's Suez Canal shares would 
suffice to help the Khedive from his embarrassments, to revival 
of Turkish authority, the Minister had the boldness to say, “ Tlie 
action was taken by the Porte/' as if the Sultan had acted p'oprto 
motu, and lie provoked the laughter of the House by a flight of fancy, 
in which he conjured up a picture of the Sultan exch^iming, ‘'The 
administration of my vassal is bringing lOgypt to ruin, and the effect 
will be prejudicial indeed ! " The Government, indeed, recognized tho 
right of the Khedive to dismiss Mr. 11. Wilson, but they warned him 
that if he exercised his right he would be “guilty of great discourtesy, 
and that grave consequences would ensue.'* So in truth it might be 
inferred that the Khedive w'as deposed because he deposed, as he had 
a right to do, Mr. Eivers Wilson; and that if there bad been a 
stronger power than the Sultan, the latter miglit have been deposed 
for turning out the Khedive! And there the discussion was disposed 
of. Four (lays afterwards Parliament was prorogued. In the royal 
speech the Ouecu was made to utter the startling declaration, that 
at the suggestion of her Government, iu conjunction that of 

France, “ a change has taken place in tho viccroyalty of Egypt, which 
the past misgovcrnincnt of tliat country lias rendered necessary." 

" Why was Ismail deposed ?" The deposition of a ruler is a 
capital punishment—it is polifical execution. A conquering State 
may decree the deposition of a priuco after his defeat iu a cc|itcst 
which he lias provoked. Hepnsilion may be the penalty of inca¬ 
pacity, tyranny, or crime, inllictcd on the Sovereign by his own 
pcoplTJr Ti^ eases such us these the accomplished fact has generally 
been accepted by other Powers, though there have been examples to 
the contrary, as in the alliance against the first French llepublic. 
When the deposition of a vassal in a state of only technical depen¬ 
dence has been decreed by the suzerain iu obedience to the repre- 
'sentations or requests of foreign Pow'ers, it is proper to inquire what 
harm the prince had done to them. No ruler over Egypt has-^^r 
been "popular," as the word is understood when applied to a 
Sovereign in Europe; but it may be said with truth that Ismail was . 
the least unpopular of the governoi-s of the. line of Mcheihet Ali or 
of any of the viceroys, not excluding that remarkable persoudity 
himself. He had greatly developed tho resources of Egypt; he had 
greatly enlarged her borders ; he had immensely increased her power 
and influence, and had brought her iu close relation with the civiliza¬ 
tion and interests of Europe. There is no example in history of 
any intervention such as that by which Ismail was banished—at 
least if there be, 1 am ignorant of its existence. But the most 
remarkable feature of the covp d^eiatj delivered in haste to be repented 
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of at leisure, was the entire absence of causation in tbe matter. 
The gladiator who stepped into the arena to dispatch the victim was 
^ deus eae machindy and' when he had dealt the blow he flung 
the carcase to the Western Powers, and soared into the clouds over 
Varzin. The interests of Germany in Egypt afforded* no legitimate 
ground for the appearance of Prince Bismarck as a dictator*in the 
Yeldiz Kiosk; but though the grievances of German subjects in 
Egypt did not cry aloud to heaven for redress, they may have afforded 
to the great Chancellor a pretext for the exhibition of his universality 
and omnipotence, not the less agreeable, perhaps, on account of the 
possible rivalry of Fraiux and England over the prey he prepared 
for their contention. 

^ The book is clospd—the tale is ended; and after reading th6 story, 
the - question, ‘'Why did wc depose Ismail?” remains unanswered. 
It was by a violent, passionate measure, out of which have sprung 
onvy, hatred, and all uncharitablcncss; strife, war, and intense hatred 
to European influence; a weak, discredited protectorate living under 
^ blank death-wan’ant, with the date of’ execution not yet filled 
in. Already the liritish Government has caused the Khedive to 
violate the obligations of the firman by which he succeeded to his 
father. The firman of July 22, 1870, confides to Tewfik ‘^the 
administration of the country such as it was under its ancient 
limits, and 'as it is by territory annexed at later periods.” It is 
expressly stipulated (article 3) that the Khedive is “ not to abandon, 
on ntii/ pretext or motive, any of the privileges or territory confided 
to his care.” It seems plain enough that, if Europe will not allow 
England to deal with the problem which England, pushed on by JJfijince, 
contrived to create in Egypt, it would be better for ^England to 
retire from tlic country altogether, unless she feels strong enough 
to maintain her claims to indefinite occupation. Even with the con¬ 
sent of Europe, the government of Egypt by English officials is vain. 
It is plain as the sun in the noonday that no good or stable 
government can ever be established in Egypt by foreign administrators, 
or by weak and discredited natives under their command. The most 
substantial benefit will be conferred on that country and on Great 
Britain by tbc statesman who dares to rc-cstablish the itaius quo 
ante with the consent of Europe and under European guarantees, and 
to restore to our diplomacy and the Queen's Government their dig¬ 
nified traditions, saving them from the dangers and discredit of repre- 
i senting the “ world's policeman,” or acting as the man in possession 
for the private creditors of a country which is actually subject to a 
State whose indifference to the claims of those who lent money on 
its security-we have not attempted to resent. 


W. H. Russell, 
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ri^HE whole of England has during the last six weeks been deepljr 
-L stirred, as it only is when some great question is being dis¬ 
cussed which involves a principle of faith or morals. In such 
questions every one is, as it were, compelled to form an opinion and 
take a aide, No one is neutral. Tn our time such questions have 
generally been mixed up with foreign affairs, and therefore with 
party politics. The lung struggle for Italian independence, the 
American Civil War, involving the principles of human freedom, the 
treatment of Bulgaria by Turkey, evoking sentiments somewKat 
similar to those raised by the present agitation, directly con¬ 
cerned the political action of England ; became immediately,' 
therefore, party questions, and were fully discussed by leading 
newspapers and by leading public men on both sides. The 
present agitation resembles those to which reference has just been 
made, as regards the deep and .passionate emotion of which it is the 
outcome; it difiers from them in tlie fact that it is not mixed up 
with party politics, and that in the endeavour to form a ji&l? and 
fair opinion on the questions raised, the people have been deprived 
of the guidance of their usual leaders. Nearly the whole of the 
London press has been silent, or has spoken only to advocate silepce 
and condemn speech. Political leaders have been silent; and for 
the first time probably in their experience they have been dumb 
spectators of a movement which has deeply stirred the heart and, 
conscience of the nation. The result has been for the moment to 
turn the miud of part at least of the public from the question—• 

“ How can the evils exposed by the Pall Mall. Gazette best be corn- 
bated?^^ to another question—Is more-harm than good done by * 
speech of any kind about these evils ? 
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A hideously perverted state of morals lias been exposed^ running 
through, so far as one sex is concerned, the whole of Society, from 
the highest to the lowest; whilst, so far as the other sex is concerned, 
it condemns the poorest, most ignorant and most helpless to a living 
death of unspeakable degradation, and drags down certain others, 
through appeals to their cupidity, to a much lower depth of infamy 
and shame, that of living in luxury on the trade of decoying and 
selling children and their fellow-women. There are those who, fol¬ 
lowing the lead of the Pall Mall, say, the first step towards finding 
a remedy for this terrible social evil is to let in the light upon these 
deeds of darkness, to bring the force of public opinion to bear on 
those who commit them and on those who profit by them; and there 
are others, of whom the ablest and most respected are well represented 
by Mr. Llewelyn Davies, who strongly condemn open speech on 
these subjects, who deeply deplore “ the tearing aside of the veils,” 
and who believe that this agitation is setting at naught the traditions 
of civilization and morality; they quote St. l^aul in the verse where, 
he says, It is a shame even to speak of those things that are done 
of them in secret.” 

It seems not inopportune to offer a few considerations in support 
of those who believe that the balance of evidence inclines in favour 
of plain speech and against silence. In the first place, the silent 
system has had a long trial, and the most optimistic can hardly claim 
that it has succeeded. Crimes against children, according to the 
testimony of those who have sifted the facts, have been, of recent 
years, alarmingly on the increase. Those who, with Mr. Hopwood, 
condemn the agitation, and condemn the efibet it has had in hastening n 
change in the law, rely principally upon the statement That TSe law, 
as it stood before the recent passing of the Criminal Law Amendment 
Act, was strong enough, and that what was defective was the adminis¬ 
tration of the law. Can anything be plainer proof of the want of 
a good wholesome severity of public opinion on these matters ? 
Children were entrapped and sold and ruined; and though the law 
condemned the crime, the criminals remained unpunished because the 
administration of the law was defective: the police would not move, 
the Home Office would not move, and tlie law remained a dead" letter. 
Was it not time for speech when silence had led to such a state of 
things as this ? 

Those who have the best opportunity of knowing the truth have 
of late spoken with the deepest grief of the state, of the public schools 
as regards morals. May not this also be a result of the silent 
system ? If fathers and mothers and schoolmasters would realize 
the duty of speech on this most vital and solemn of questions, might not 
some good result be looked for? If lying or stealing, or if any 
merely ungentlemanly habit were rife in schools, would it be best 
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dealt with by absolute silence on the subject^ and' by a careful veil¬ 
ing from the gf ncral public of all knowledge of the mischief ? The 
secrecy which lias hitherto surrounded these sins can hardly have 
acted otherwise than as an encouragement to them. Crimes that 
are nearly certain to be followed by exposure and disgrace are very 
rare except hi what are known as the criminal classes. It takes 
away one of the safeguards against imnioraHty to cloak it in an 
impenetrable mystery. 

A great part of the evil, every one agrees, comes from the want of 
a good tone of morals running through society. A man who, a 
few years ago, was turned out of the English army for a criminal 
assault upon a girl, was last year rc-clected to one of the most 
select and fashionable of London clubs, and a petition was signed 
by large numbers of great people, praying that ho might be rein¬ 
stated in the English army. Jiumour said that the petition would 
have been successful but for the fact that the ultimate decision 
lay with the Queen. The case is significaut as uu illustration of 
the want of a healthy tone of public opinion. No one tries to 
reinstate in bis clubs or iu the army a man who has cheated at 
cards, or who has been condemned for cowardice by a court-martial. 
Public opinion is strong and outspoken with regard to deeds like 
these, and they arc correspondiugly rare. By encouraging expres¬ 
sions condemnatory of the kin<l of vice exposed by the Pail Mallf 
even on the part of those who do not approve of the agitation, 
a more hgalthy tone of public opinion is being formed. The 
Tiines^ following the counsel of Mr, Llewelyn Davies, advocates 
the formation of “Vigilance Committees" tlirougliout the country, 
to setr that the new law docs not remain a dead letter: the 
Spectator writes in favour of the use of the lash for the worst 
kind of offenders. These, and many similar expressions of opinion, 
might be quoted, partly as evidence of the improvement in moral 
tone that has already taken place, and partly as the means by which 
a still further improvement may be looked for. It is difi&cuU to 
avoid the conclusion that one of the first results of the ie^nt 
outspokenness is that people have been in some cases awakened from 
a lethargy, and in others stimulated to a greater activity of mind 
in regard to the efforts to be made to suppress the lowest forms of 
vice. Almost every one has the same experience to record. Those 
who were already, with noble self-devotion, giving up their lives 
to promote the cause of purity, are greatly strengthened and en¬ 
couraged by what has recently taken place; their only anxiety seems 
to be lest there should be a reaction of indifference after this great 
outburst of grief and shame. Those who have never worked before 
in any of these questions are saying to themselves, with anxious 
heart-searchings, “ What can 1 do to help on the right side 'i 
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A comparison has frequently been made between the present 
agitation and that concerning the Bulgarian atrocities. There is a 
resemblance, but there is also a great diiference. There has been 
little or no Pharisaism in the present agitation. The pervading 
tone of the meetings has been one of deep humiliation and self’reproach. 
Men and women have l>een made to feel that simply to live, encased 
in the hard shell of their own righteousness, without making any 
effort to save these poor children from tlieir destroyers, is to be guilty 
of the worst of cowardice. Those who loved purity before do not 
love it less now; but they can no longer believe it to be consistent 
with their duty to hug the robe of their holiness around them and 
stretch out no helping Imud to those who are wallowing in the mire. 
Better even that their own snowy whiteness should be smirched than 
that they should leave their brothers and sisters to perish. 

There is some fear of falling into a sort of insincerity in speaking 
of these subjects, as if they had never been known or heard of till 
the Pall Mail proclaimed them. There arc probably no men and 
very few women to wliom the statements were really revelations, 
The Pall Mall has not so much told us what we did not know before, 
as whipped and lashed us up to a sense of our dastardly cowardice 
iu knowing these things and making no effort to stop them. We have 
all seen and known people whose characters might otherwise have 
been beautiful and noble, who have shipwrecked their own lives, and 
the lives of many others, on the rock of coarse and brutal sensualism; 
and hardly an effort has been made either to save them or to warn 
others. If wc had seen similar shipwreck made by drunkenness or 
gambling, we should not have been so cowardly; but on one of the 
most dangerous of shores w'C have raised no lighthouse* andTfftinhed 
no lifeboat. There arc many men and women of saint-like lives, 
who have been showing us our duty by patient example for years; 
but this did not sutlicc to rouse us: wc needed a coarser instrument 
—the lash—and wc have had it from the editor of the Pali Mall. 

It has been not a little surprising that, during the recent con¬ 
troversy as to the duty of speccli or silence, certain passages from the 
Epistles of St. Paul have been quoted iu support of'silence. It would 
be difEcult to find an epistle to any of the churches that does not 
specifically and in detail denounce the moral evils of the world Paul 
lived in. When he says, “ It is a shame even to speak of those things 
that. are: done of them in secret,^’ or, “ Let it not be once named 
amongst you," surely the whole context shows that this was an 
emphatic way of warning the Christian Churches against certain 
evil deeds, and that these passages cannot fairly be interpreted 
to mean that the deeds themselves, when rife, should be unre¬ 
proved. Indeed, when St. Paul makes use of the expression, 
"Let it not be once named amongst you,’' he refers not only to 
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tincleanness, but also to coveteouanessj foolish talking and jesting; 
thereby making it clear (even if, by his own example, it were not 
clear alreud}'} what his meaning was. The Bible has before now 
been used to support slavery and polygamy; and. even efforts to lift 
up the poor from the depths of their misery have been reproved by 
the text, “ The poor you have always with you." Isolated texts 
do not count for much in such matters. The spirit of the New 
Testament is the spirit of equality, and it is this spirit which, 
as it gradually gains strength, condemns institutions, such as 
slavery and polygamy, which are based on inequality. This spirit 
also condemns the making of one law for the rich, another for the 
poor; one law for the man, another for the woman. In regard to 
the present agitation this spirit of equality is making itself felt and 
heard. The evil state of the law, the evil state of the general tone, 
of public opinion in regard to morals, is an outcome of the subjection 
of women, of the notion that women arc possessions or chattels, with 
whom men are fully justified in dealing as they please. If women 
had been able to protect themselves by the legitimate use of the 
parliamentary franchise, the Criminal Law Amendment Bill would 
have been passed in Ibe ordinary course of things without the 
.necessity of shaking the whole of England by tbc recent agitation. 
Parliament cannot, as a rule, spare time .for a serious effort to 
remedy the grievances of non-elcetors. If au illustration is wanted 
it may be found in tbc fate of tbc Infants Bill, giving married 
mothers some miuimum of legal right to the guardianship of their 
own children. The subject has not been dealt with seriously in 
Parliament. In the session of 1884 it was passed in the House of 
Coftiiftnrs aad njcctcd by the House of Lords; in the session of 
1885, it was passed by the House of Lords and allowed to lapse in 
the House of Commons. How differently the Medical Relief Bill 
fared, that had the supposed interests of the newly enfranchised 
agricultural labourers behind it; in the House of Commons the rival 
parties were eagerly outbidding each other in regard to it, and in 
the House of Peers noble lords quarrelled over the honour of hanng 
charge of it. 

Deep down at the bottom of the questions that have been raised 
by the recent agitation is the economical and political subjection of 
women; their miserably low wages in the poorest classes, wages on 
which life can hardly be supported unless recourse is had to the 
better-paid trade of sin. If a real remedy is to be found it must 
he sought in two ways, both full of difficulties aud needing patience, 
enthusiasm, courage, and faith. The demand for victims must be 
diminished by a growth of unselfishness and of purity of heart 
among men; the supply of victims must he diminished by giving 
the poorest women more opportunities of fairly remunerative employ- 
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zncot, by insisting on an extension to women of the trndes-nnion 
doctrine of a fair day's pay for a fair day's work, by improvement 
in tbe dwellings of the poorest dosses, and by endeavouring to form 
in every girl's mind a worthy ideal of womanhood. Every one of 
these agencies of reform Vill need prolonged and incessant effort; 
the widest experience and wisdom will be needed; the best men 
‘and women in England ought to be called upon to occupy them¬ 
selves with any fragment of this work for which they feel any apti¬ 
tude. How is this great machiuery of moral reform to be set 
going? Some maintain that it will best be set going by saying 
nothing about the need for it, or by referring to tho need .for it 
in veiled language which few can understand. Others say, by pro¬ 
claiming the need for it far and w'idc, so tliat the wliole nation shall 
not choose but hear. 

Millicent Gakuett F.v>vcett, 
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A t a time wlicn the gravest, tlie most perplexing, and the most 
painful of our social problems is pressing heavily on the 
hearts of many, wlicn the conscience of the nation has been revolted 
by the exposure of an infamous tratlic in children, and the strongest 
but most opposing currents of thought and feeling have been let 
loose, every thoughtful ohaerver must feel that it is not merely 
emotional appeals that wc now want, hut some clear insight as to 
the right methods to pursue in the present—some far-off vision of 
the true issues in the future. lOlse Ave arc in danger of having to 
fight ''this last dim weird battle of the AVest," wliich is now close 
upoa Au^ ttliis,.conflict with the degradation of woman and its causes, 
in a mist: 

“A (lonth-wliitc wist tliat slept o'er land and eea, 

W'lieroof the chill, to Iiini who breatliutl it, drew 
Powu with his hluod, till all his heart W’.as cold 
Witli fomilt'Sh fear;" 


and even on the leader may fall 

Cniifiisiou, since he saw uot whom he fought, 

For friend and foe were shadows in the mist, 

And friend slow friend, not knowing whom Uc slew. 
And some had visions out of golden youth, 

Aud some beheld the faces of old ghosts 
Look in upon the liaitlo; and in the mist 
Was many a noble deed, and many a base.” 


The prayer of Aja.x is on all our lips, " Give us light, even though 
we perish in the light.’* 

For indeed the air is full of perplexing cries. Some say that to 
lay this evil bare is to spread a pestilence; others say thaf, to lay it 
hare is the first step to eradicate a cancer. Some are imploring us 
to observe " the conspiracy of silence ” as a sacred duty to the. young 
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and the innocent; others seem to think that nothing can injure if 

it be only true, ,0a the one hand, we arc perplexed and saddened 

by the sight of some of our best and wisest, who now seem like 

deserted oracles over whom floats but a solitary cry, standing still, 

terrified at the new prophetic voices, while they lament that the 

old have failed, and not far from the kingdom of despair. . On the 

other hand, we arc equally dismayed at seeing the wildest questions of 

sexual morality raised before an untrained public who are not in 

possession of the necessary ethical and historical data for deciding 

them. And from many a heart there is going up a hitter cry, Why, 

oh why, is all this evil permitted? Why is there this nameless 

difficulty at the very heart of our life, which our whole soul revolts 

from contemplating?^^ Some there arc who feci tiiat all infidel 

books arc so much curl-paper in comparison with the terrible facts* of 

life; some who arc in danger of having all faitli crushed out of them, 

« 

“ Ucucath the weary and llio lieavy weight 
Of all this Kuiulciligible world.” 

Surely we ■want all the light we can get. 

The first thing I would venture with all cariicstncss to urge is, that 
wc should cultivate great patience with ouc another in our efforts to 
solve this problem, and much of the love that hopeth all things, 
and helieveth all things, and is kind. Let us endeavour to deny 
ourselves the luxury of the “ pugnacious dogmatism of partial reflec¬ 
tion,” that fierce light wholly unmixed with sweetness, that comes of 
looking only to one aspect of a difficult problem, audnot at all to the 
other. Let us remember, wliilc acting out our own convictions as 
strongly as may be, that truth is a very large thing, and that we 
probably see only a fraction of that which will l)e uece^sar«j*'*fjr the 
solution of this complex problem. The moral and spiritual eye, as 
.Plato long ago told us,—unlike the eye of the body, that is more or 
less independent of the rest of the organism and can be moved without 
it,“Can only be turned to the light if the whole soul is turned with it. 
It is constituted more like the composite eye of an insect, ten 
thousand facets going to make up a single siglit, and each* individual 
contributing a single facet, tlie facet that commands the most 
opposite angle to our own being just as necessary to make up the 
totality of vision. Unfortunately the facets of the moral and social 
eye are apt to be engaged in an internecine warfare with one another, 
whereby all power of wise seeing is shattered, and the result is a 
rejected truth, which, as Milton reminds us, " revolutions of ages do 
not oft recover, and for the want of which whole nations fare the 
worse.” 

Let us take one step further. Recognizing not only the difficulty 
hut the depth and magnitude of the problem, will not a moment's 
reflection couvince us that merely to he able to point out that certain 
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evils will accrue from a certaia course of action is not therefore 
necessarily to condemn it? The question is one, not of the absence 
of evil, but of the presence of preponderatin" good. Do we seriously 
expect to get rid of a cancer in the very vitals of the social system 
without the convulsion of the whole frame, without wounds that arc 
only not mortal ? As well condemn a righteous war by pointing to 
the smoking villages, the ruined homesteads, the orphaned children. 

Oaths, insults, tilth, and monstrous blaaphemios, 

Sweat, writhing, anguish, labouring of the lungs, 

In that close mist, and cryings for the light, 

Moans of the dying and voices of the de^ :—” 

there will be all that in this mighty conflict with the strongest 
forces of evil, which certainly will not be fought out with rose-water. 
It is therefore not enough to prove the evils of publicity, of which 
we are all perfectly aware. The further question remains: Could we 
have done without it in the present, and can we do without it in the 
future ? 

Let us for one moment dispassionately review the present position. 
Mr. Llewelyn Davies, with the large-hearted consideration that 
belongs to him, pleads that allowance should be made for the 
brains of women heated by the horrors of which they read.'^ But 
what wc contend is, that men arc suflering themselves to take inflamed 
and distorted views of what is far more limited in scope and defluite 
in aim than they recognise, and can only be fairly judged in the 
light of the end to be attained. There has been no apocalypse of 
evil^' as such, nor any thought of such a thing; but only a ruthless 
exposure of a certain class of offences against children, which were 
unfortunately known, partly owing to the defects of the English law, 
to SelSf^ely^n the increase, and which, it was felt, if left to breed, 
would corrupt the nation to the core; an exposure that was incurred 
with the definite aim of getting the recognition for all time of the 
great principle of the duty of the State to protect the young from 
those who would make a profit of their corruption—a duty already 
implied in the fundamental principle of law, that a minor is incapable 
of giving consent to his own ruiu; an exposure, I may also add^ that 
was not had recourse to till committees of investigation, parliament¬ 
ary blue-books, public petitioning and private pressure, had been tried 
in vain. T make bold to say that St. Paul would have said that it was 
a shame (anrj^pov) to be silent here, and leave these hapless children, 
if it were for but one more session, to their fate, because our ears 
had grown too nice to be sullied with their wrongs. We are told 
ad muaeam "that wc cannot make men moral by Act of Parliament." 
The Criminal Law Amendment Bill was an attempt, not to make men 
moral by Act of Parliament, but to protect the young from becoming 
the victims of their immorality. It was the concession of a principle 
already accorded up to the full age of onc-and-twenty by the com¬ 
mon law of other countries. We are told that it would have been 
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better, a thousaod times better, to avoid the barm resulting from the 
exposure at the cost of some delay iu passing the Bill. But it was 
not a question of mere delay. Tlic Bill was not only passed at once, 
but was passed in a form far more effectual than its most eager 
supporters had hoped for. If ever a revolting exposure, of revolting 
facts could be justified, it was justified by the whole history of the 
Criminal Law Amendment Act. 

But passing away from these fiercely contested points, which have 
already becomepart and parcel of the unalterable past, what are the prin¬ 
ciples we are to observe in conducting the movement for the future 
which is still fluent to our touch ? May I not quote here, as our first 
ground of agreement, the wise words of thcBishopof Durham in address¬ 
ing his diocesan conference : What it seems to me we want is the 
formation of a vigorous public opiuiou ou the subject. Public opinion, 
indeed, will not pierce the inmost recesses of the heart. But no one 
who looks into himself, and questions himself frankly, will refuse to ' 
own how much he owes to public opinion in other provinces of morality, 
as honesty-or truthfulness, for instance. It keeps the duty always 
l)eforc him till the duty becomes a habit. It furuishes material for 
the higher religious motives to act upon. Thus, indirectly, it quickens 
and stimulates his conscience. Now, iu this matter of purity, public 
opinion is so feeble that it can scarcely be said to exist at all. This 
is what wc wish to correct. We desire, God helping us, to create 
quite another state of things, where public opinion and individual 
conscience shall act and react ou one another in this matter of 
purity, as they do in those other provinces of morality of which I have 
spoken. For this purpose it is necessary to speak out boldly." 

Why was it so difficult to pass the Criminal Law ^nwHtlttwJnt 
Bill ? Because till now there was no strong public opinion. Why 
do working men tell us that many workshops arc perfect hells, from the 
foul talk that goes ou in them ? Because there is no healthy public 
opinion. Why are young men who come up to business-life, perhaps, 
fresh from a pure home, informed with an air of cynical superiority of 
knowledge, before they have been two days in business, that all preten- 
sion to purity on the part of men is hypocrisy, and that no man can or 
does lead a pure life? Because there is no sound public opinion. 
How is it that members of the House of Commons openly avow a 
like belief? Because there is no sound public opinion. Nay, to 
what does Mr. Llewelyn Davies himself attribute the failure of his 
attempt to form an effective vigilance association ? To ** a want of 
a more earnest, thoughtful interest in the work in other words, to the 
want of the very public opinion, the creation of which he so much 
deployes, ou points which, more than any other, vitally affect the moral 
and physical welfare of the nation, and on which the lack of public 
opinion is the sure precursor of national decay. But how are we to 
form a healthy public opinion without publicity, and without an occa- 
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sional “ apocalypse of evil,” sudh as lie so earnestly deprecates ? How 
else is that poor^ immoral, inattentive creature, man,” as Mr. 
Matthew Arnold rif^htly denominates him, to be sobered' and steadied 
into ear6cst effort to attain to self-mastery ? Let me not be misunder¬ 
stood here. I am no advocate of sensational narratives of vice. But 
I do hold that the solemn revelation of evil must form an occasional 

i 

factor in the moral education of man. No sins so much require to be 
studied in their results as the sins of impurity. None have such a fatal 
power of drugging the conscience by their deadly fascination : 

“ Doch allcs was da/.n mteh trieb, 

(lott! war so gut, ach ! war bo lieb/* 

And so far from these terrible exposures being universally corrupt¬ 
ing to youth, I know from personal experience that in their coarse 
realism they have startled thousands of young men into a realization 
of the full heinousness of the sins of impurity; how they rot out true 
manliness; how the man who sufl'ers himself to become impure in 
heart becomes incapable of all divine vision, of all high seeing of 
duty or self-sjicrifice, incapable of " seeing God ” in the meanest of 
His redeemed creatures, or reverencing the sacred weakness of the 
divine in women and little children. An immense impetus has been 
given, not only to Vigilance Associations, but to the White Cross and 
other movements for social purity, wliich baud men together in a 
crusade against all that is foul and base and nicitn in our life, in a 
noble brotherhood in whatsoever things are lovely and pure and of 
good report.” 

In fact, in this ** conspiracy of silence,” which is fast hardening 
into a dogma to he blindly accepted, arc wc not under bondage to 
tra^Mwis Af the ciders,”' that arc emphatically making the law of 
God of no cllect among us ? When it comes to parents publicly dis¬ 
claiming, with something of a lofty pride in their superior purity, 
all power of fuldliing the natural function of being the moral 
teachers of their own children, does this not point to some paralyzing 
** tradition of the elders,^' and amount to a reductio ad absurdum ? 

What precedent cau be urged for silence, for this great di^ern 
innovation on primitive usage? Not the Bible, which is one long 
apocalypse of this evil. Not the primitive Church, which certainly 
overcame even heathen forma of impurity, not by our method of 
persistent silence, but by persistent, unsparing speech, by perpetual 
warnings and denunciations, by public excommunication and private 
exhortation. W'hat, do you suppose, would have become of Christian 
ethics,” asks the Bishoj) of Durham, if the Apostles had observed 
the same reticence which we are content to observe ? - The strength 
of sin is secresy. Denounce it boldly, ahd you will find the conscience 
of men on your side. But you shrink from association for this pur¬ 
pose. You are afraid of scandals, I tell you plainly, so am I, In 
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proportion as the movement succeeds the cHskUce ot scandals increases 
also. But what then ? Shall this certainty of scandals paralyze Us ? 
Who was it that, said, 'It must needs be that offences come?'* If 
this dread of scandals had prevailed, the Christian Church would 
never«have been. The possibility of scandals varies in most cases 
directly as the importance of the work and the magnitude* of the 
undertaking/* 

Surely we need to shake ourselves loose from these paralyzing 
fears, and deal guardedly but boldly with the whole subject. Surely 
we need to be reminded again of Milton's noble words, " I cannot 
praise a cloistered and fugitive virtue unexercised and unbreathed; 
that never sallies out and sees her adversary, but slinks out of the 
race where that immortal garland is to be run for, not without much 
du^t and heat. Assuredly we bring not purity into the world, we 
bring impurity rather; and that which pundes is trial, and trial is 
by what is contrary." And is it not because we have forgotten this 
great truth, that even the purity wc have attained to under our . 
present method is such a pale, emasculate thing ? A purity intent 
on taking care of its own alabaster skin, recking not what helpless 
children are suffocated in mud as long as it is^not defiled with the 
knowledge of it; full of the old nervous " touch not, taste not, 
handle not" spirit; bandaged up with this restriction and that, lest 
it should fall to pieces; and when it comes to saving another from 
defilement of body and soul, nervously shuffling into a pair of 
lavender kid gloves, and muttering something about its being " such 
a very delicate subject." This is not that militant sun-clad power 
which Milton dreamed of, rushing down like a sword of God to 
smite everything low and base and impure; a purity, as tff iffSuiflaTn 
water or living fire, whose very nature it is not only to be pure itself, 
but to destroy impurity in others. 

1 make bold to say that it is impossible to point to a single 
great organized world-evil that has been overcome, or could be 
overcome, by the methods that are urged upon us in dealing with 
this. For let us bear in mind that it is not a fleshly sin only that 
we have to fight, but a great CQmplex organized'trade, employing 
its thousands of active emissaries, whether we take the trade pf evil 
literature or the trade in human beings. To what agencies do they 
who decry publicity and combination look forward as our hope for a 
future which is doomed unless we can arrest the march of this 
organized foe? To education? But the spread of education is 
distinctly adding to the power of one branch of the trade, the trade 
in evil literature. "Look not wisely on the sun himself, and he 
smites you into darkness;" and the added light of education is a 
blessing or a curse^ a purifier or a corrupter, according as it is 
used. To an improved moral tone ? But how are we to get it 
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if denied the power of the press, the pulpit, and the platform, 
while yet exposed to that nightly dread apocalypse of evil" which 
we have taken to lighting up with electricity in our streets? 
To improved dwellings ? 1 am not aware that Mrs. Jefferies' clientele 

suffered from overcrowding. To preaching the gospel? Ala^! did 
the strongest religious revival avail to arrest the drink traffic ? 

Is it not obvious that a great organized evil can only be met by 
counter-organization ? We must have not only vigilance associations 
for working the new law and seeing that it docs not remain a dead 
letter, but we must have organizations, like the White Cross, embodying 
the whole power bf religious enthusiasm and the whole force of public 
opinion; an associated order for emphasizing one portion of our 
Christian profession in the face of a great national danger, and 
dealing with the whole thing more from the positive than the 
negative side; inculcating a robust passion for the defence of the 
wronged, the weak, and the unprotected, and reviving the old 
knightly type of character, which is not dead but sleepeth, and needs 
but a touch to awaken it. To feed these movements we must have 
large public meetings, where the whole subject will be handled in a 
broad way as a great*national danger. Mass meetings are powerful 
agents in purging the moral atmosphere and letting in these great 
purifiers, light and air. It is in the atmosphere of mystery and 
secrecy that the germs of impurity, unlike their physical prototypes, 
are the most fecund. And if publicity has also its attendant evils, 
they must be encountered. We must be content to be a savour of 
death unto death to a few, in order to be a savour of life unto life 
to the thousands who, under the silent system, are " for a prey and 
nbdffH^nvereth, for a spoil and none saith Restore." Let us guard 
against those evils in every way we can, observing even in speech 
'that reticence and modesty which is the seemly vesture of all true 
purity, but do not let us bef paralyzed by them. Let us avoid, on the 
one hand, the rashness of the moth that rushes into the fiame, and 
on the other the equally fatal rashness of the horse who, w^n his 
stable is on fire, refuses to stii*, but thinks it the safest tning to 
stand still and do nothing. And ju obeying the Divine words, " Go 
forward," the path will open through these deathful waters, and they 
will be found to be not unto death, but of baptism unto a higher 
national life. 

In conclusion, do we not need a more dynamic view of evil ? 
Looked at in the utterly disconnected way in which we are content 
tp look at our great moral problems, this evil may well appeu a pit 
of darkness and hell, that makes us 

Hear a voice, 'Believe no more,' 

And hear an ever-breaking shore, 

That tiimbles in a godless dee^" * 



THE APOCALYPSE OF EVIL 


339 


We surely need, as a first step to strong hopeful action, to see some¬ 
thing of what Gh)d is working out by it, to see it as a part of a vast 
redemptive whole, not as a great exception in our life, but working 
under the same law by which, iu the words of the ancient collect, 
** things which are cast down are being raised up, and things which 
had grown old are being made new, and all things are returning to 
perfection through Him from whom they had their origin/' 

The only ground of despair, the only thing that might shut us up to 
pessimism, and to "a philosophy only just above suicide mark/' 
would be, not the presence, but the absence of these great world 
evils. If this world presented a dead level of comfortable selfislmess 
that on the whole answered fairly well all round, an economy of petty 
self-interests in stable equilibrium, a world generally wrong, but 
working out no evil in particular to set it right, a society in which 
every man was for himself, and not the devil, as at present, but God 
for us all,—then indeed we might despair. But who can contem¬ 
plate humanity as it is—that broken stair of the Divinity, whose top 
is in the unapproachable light of heaven, and whose lowest step 
rests not on earth but in hell—without feeling that it is destined for 
an infinite progress, destined for the ascending feet of angels ? Who 
that gazes on this world, with its infinite depths of pain, its heavy 
weight of evil, its abysmal falls, its stupendous pressui'es of wrong and 
misery, but feels that here, if anywhere, the great static principles 
of morality were destined to become dynamic with a will, kinetic 
energies capable of doing divine work indeed ? No fall but carries 
with it the force that can be converted into a rise j no dread resist¬ 
ance of wrong but creates a high potential, an accumulated force, 
which, once let loose, can transform an empire; no weight ifvit * 
but in pulling it down can be made to raise the whole level of our 
life; no effort so weak and insignificant but, laying hold of these 
mighty forces, and laid hold of by them in return, can build up the 
great temple of the future, as the great World-Power builds up His 
eternal marble of broken sheila. The stronger and more destructive 
the force, as long as it is permanent and not accidental, the 
stronger its potentiality for good; just as lightning, the deadliest and 
most untamable thing in nature, the very symbol of passion, is more 
and more becoming the peaceful light and the ordered energy of 
our life. 

** Man partly is, and wholly hopes to be; ” 

progress, as Browning says, is his distinctive mark, and these deep 
evils are the gigantic steps by which he rises as he treads them under 
foot. The very law of his being, of every being that is being raised 
from death unto life, is that he can only know life through death, 
only grasp good by grappling with evil, only gain knowledge by 
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knowing ignorance; his highest must be sown in weakness before 
it can be raised in power^ must be sown in dishonour' before it can 
he raised in glory. In the truest sense of the word he is being 
educated; that is, made to educe his own results. 

Is it not in conflict with these great world evils that we have worked 
out tlu; divine possibilities of our humanity ? Was it not in his 
age-long conflict with slavery that man worked out the true nature 
of* a moral personality, the inviolability of personal responsibility, 
the sanctity of the individual, the sacredness of freedom—those 
great principles on which the whole of our public and political life 
are founded ? And were not these principles gained as a heritage 
for all time, not by the preaching of abstract justice, not by any 
consideration of the moral beauty of freedom, 'but mainly by a 
j’emorseful passion over the wrongs and the degradation of the slave ? 

When, therefore, the Church of the living God awakes, as she is 
just beginning to do, and closes in a life and death struggle with 
this far deeper evil of the degradation of women and children which 
she has too long accepted as a melancholy necessity of human nature, 
may she not find in the course of that conflict that' wholly new 
powers and new principles are being evolved, and that the apparent 
impossibilities of our nature are only its divine possibilities in 
disguise ? Granted that this is the deepest and strongest of all our 
world evils, that which is the most firmly based on the original forces 
of our nature, and of that part of our nature which has shown the 
deepest disorder: does not all this point to some great issue ? That 
which lias been sown in such deep dishonour, will it not bo raised in 
some glory that cxcelleth ? 

ff*^d«ha8 suffered mighty empires and whole kingdoms to be 
wrecked on this one evil j if He has made it throughout the old 
Scriptures the symbol of departure from Himself, and closely associ¬ 
ated monogamic love with monotheistic worship, teaching us by the 
history of all ancient idolatries that the race which is impure breeds 
unclean idols and Phrygian rites; if Nature attaches such pmeious- 
ness to purity in man that the statistics of insurance offices value a 
young man's life at twenty-five, the very prime of well-regulated 
manhood, at exactly one-half of what it is worth at fourteen, owing, 
Br. Carpenter does not hesitate to say, to the indulgence. of the 
passions in youth; if the tender Father, who “ sits by the deathbed 
of the little sparrow,” has not thought it too great a price to pay 
that countless women and children should be sunk to hell without a 
chance in this life, in a degradation that has no name, hut which in 
its very depth measures the height of the sanctity of womanhood; do 
we think that all these stupendous issues are for no end and to work 
out no purpose ? Bo we not feel at once that we stand here at the very 
centre of the mighty forces that are moulding men to nobler shape 
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and higher use? And from this “secret place of thunder" is not 
God now calling His chosen ones to cdme forward and be fellow* 
workers with Him? 

And when that call is obejed; when the wrongs and degradation 
of women and hapless children take hold of men, as, thank God, they 
are beginning to take hold, with a remorseful passion, that passion 
for the weak, the wronged, and the defenceless, which surely is the 
dirine in flower in a human soul; when they rise up in wild revolt 
against 

the law that now is paramonnt, 

The common law by which the poor and weak 
Are tramjdod under foot of vicious men, 

And loathed for ever after by the good 

when the Christian Church no longer sticks fast in Proverbs, and bids 
her young men guard themselves against the strange woman,but 
speaks to them in the fiery words of her Lord and Master, “ It were 
better for you that a millstone were hanged about your neck and 
you cast into the depths of the sea, than that you should cause one 
of these little ones to stumble; ” when the fact that a foolish, giddy 
girl's feet have slipped and fallen is no longer the signal for every 
man to look upon her as “ fair game " and to trample her deeper into 
the mire, but the signal to every man calling himself a man to 
hasten to her side, to raise her up again and restore her to her lost 
womanhood; when boys are taught from their earliest years that, if 
they would have a clear brain, a firm nerve, and a strong muscle, they 
must be pure, and purity is looked upon as manly, at least as much 
as truth and courage; when women are no longer so lost to the dignity 
of their own womanhood as to make companions of tbjs wry 'men 
who insult and degrade it; when the woman requires the man to 
come to her in holy marriage in the glory of his unfallen manhood, 
as he requires her to come to him in the beauty of her spotless 
maidenhood;—then, when thpe things begin to be, will not God's 
order slowly evolve itself out of our disorder, and the man will 
become the head of the woman, to guard her from all that makes her 
unfit to be the mother of the race, and the w6mau will be the 
heart of the man, to inspire him with all noble purpose ? 

As we stand by this great world-sepulchre of corruption our 
unbelieving heart can only exclaim, “ It stinketh;" but the Christ 
meets us with the words, “ Said I not unto thee that if thou wouldst 
believe, thou shouldst see the glory of God? That which has been 
sown in human weakness must be raised in divine power, that which 
has been sown in such deep dishonour must be raised in glory.. For 
this corruptible must put on incorruptiou, even the self-giving man¬ 
hood of Him who is the Prince of passion and the Lord of love, 
the Manhood lifted into God. 
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I speak that which I have seen, and testify that which 1 have 
known. I know young men who have joined this crusade in whom 
a nobler passion' to rid the world of this great woman^s wrong has 
burned up all baser passions in their blood, and who, fighting against 
all that is base and foul and impure and mean and vile in our life, 
have in Christ's strength slain it in themselves; men ** whose strength 
is as the strength of ten," because ** their heart is pure;" men cut out 
of one solid chrysolite, of whom the weakest and the most unprotected 
girl could say, in the words of our own Spenser: 

** That all the time he by hie side her bore, 

She was as safe as in a sanctaoiy.” 

Here at least is a force if we will only use it, so weighted with 
public disaster, with national decay, with private misery, that it 
insists on making itself felt if there be a sppk of life left, andthe 
nation has not become mere dead carcase for the vultures of 
judgments to prey upon. Here alone is a power strong enough to 
compel us to simplify our life and restore its old divine order of 
marriage and hard work, of " plain living and high thinking," which 
luxury and self-ease is fast undermining. Here, in the slain of the 
daughters of our people, is a stinging wrong that will goad us into 
seeing that the people arc housed so that a human life is possible to 
them. Here, if anywhere, is a passion of conscience, and pity, and 
duty, and interest combined, strong enough, a heaped<up weight of 
evil heavy enough, to raise us to a self-giving manhood and a self- 
reverencing womanhood. 

If the Church misses her divine opportunity and refuses to lay 
..hold of it, then the coming democracy will take it up. Not for 
ever wiJf tlie people bring forth girl-children to be cast into this pit, 
to live in hell and die in the Foul Ward of our workhouses. They 
will awake before long to the knowledge that it is their young 
daughters that form almost exclusively the remorseless supply to 
the pitiless demand. 

And if the democracy are too base to take it up and save their 
own girls, then the women of the future will grappje ;vith it. They 
will not be guilty much longer of the moral turpitude of accepting 
a pariah class of other women’s sisters, other women's daughters, as 
long as it is not their own that arn sacrificed. ' 

“ If chastity is a law for women, it must be for every woman 
without exception; and if it is a law for every woman, it follows 
necessarily that it must be for every man." This, yea, this equal 
obligation of the law of purity on men and women alike, is the 
great natural law of the kingdom of which as men we are citizens; 
and the day is at hand when women will insist on its recognition. 

Ellice Hofkins. 
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I N the interests of the two countries concerned, it is a matter for 
regret that Earl Granville's “ settlement" of the Afghan frontier 
dispute has not been of such a satisfactory character as to furnish 
any hopes of a prolonged peace. The arrangement has most de¬ 
cidedly not pleased England^ even the warmest Press supporters of 
the late Ministry regarding it as a patched-up affair; while it 
has certainly failed to quench that ardour for fresh enterprises which 
has become rampant in the Russian military mind during the last 
few months. Many forces, moral and material, that were expected 
to arrest the Russian advance, have during the year been dissipated 
by cold reality, and fresh factors have been introduced, rdudarini^ 
movement towards India a still greater menace to our interests. 
Among the former we may specify the moral influence on Russia's 
policy that statesmen of both parties always fancied would prove 
very effective if the whole nation united in a solemn protest against 
the aggressive action of the Czar. Until the Penjdeh incident this 
was a factor to which an exaggerated importance was given, in my 
opinion; but whether this was the case or not, one thing is now 
certain—'the massacre of Penjdeh demonstrated that Russia did not 
attach much value to the virtual coalition of the two parties against 
her, while the way the massacre was hushed up, and Russia's aggres¬ 
sive action and insults condoned, shows pretty clearly that even 
English statesmen may fail to wield that weapon in a manner hon¬ 
ourable and satisfactory to this country. As regards the new forces 
brought upon the scene, 1 may cite the sanctioned advance of the 
Russian radlway to the Afghan frontier, by which in a twelve¬ 
month's time Russia will have a railway station within 100 miles of 
Herat; our own Fishin railway being still 469 miles from it. *To 
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those who are at all acquainted with the political conditions prevalent 
in Eastern Persia and Western Afghanistan, it will not appear 
unduly dogmatic on my part if I insist that the completion of this 
railway to the Gates of Herat will entirely disarrange orMissolre any 
diplomatic arrangement that may be entered into to-day. ^ 

But before dealing more fully with this, I should like to draw 
attention to one or two other considerations which are unknown or 
ignored in this country, although exercising enormous influence on 
the Kussian advance. After the Crimean war the energies of the 
Kussian army found a vent in Turkestan, the Caucasus, and 
Poland; particularly in the former, where in the course of a few 
years the military authorities of Orenburg carved out a great 
province, several times larger than Orenburg itself, and afforded 
constant excitement for the restless spirits (rf Russia. The position 
to which General Kaufmann attained has since been a source of 
envy to Russian frontier commanders, and I am only stating what is 
a well-known and frankly avowed fact in Russian military circles, 
when I point out that Komaroft' is seeking to carve out for himsfllf 
a govcmor-geneialship equal to what Turkestan used to be, and that 
in' this aim he has the sympathy of the principal officials of the 
Russian Government. I say “what Turkestan used to be," because 
Turkestan is now looked upon in Russia as played out. Of late 
years the vast territory bequeathed by Kaufmann has been reduced 
to relatively iusignifleant proportions by carving out of it the 
governor-generalship of the Steppe and the government of Tourgai; 
and General Rosenbach exercises so little political power that his 
name has not been mentioned once during the recent discussion on 
the pirogK3ai.of Russia towards India. 

Quite different is the condition of things in the Transcaspian 
territory, lying between Turkestan and the Caucasus, and abutting 
on the most soluble provinces of Persia and Afghanistan. When 
Komaioflf arrived at Askabad in 1883 he was simply a colonel, and 
his district one of the lowest on the administrative list. In the two 
years that have elapsed he has added to it the Tejend, Merv, 
Sarakhs, and the Gates of Herat—thereby developing^ the “ district" 
into a “territoy"; he has attained the rank of general, and 
secured several high decorations; and has before him now, in Persia 
and Afghanistan, a field of activity similar to that which Kauflnann 
enjoyed anterior to the conquest of Bokhara and Khiva. Unless 
a conflict breaks ont in Europe, every ardent military spirit in 
Russia will seek employment under Komaroff, and the undoubted 
cueonragemeut which that general has received from the highest 
authorities will stimulate him to still greater achievements. 

It may seem a small circumstance, hut in reality it is a ‘ very 
important one, that General Komaroff suffers-from the inconvenience 
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of being a goTernop without a respectable seat of administration. 
Askabad is but little more than an oveigrown villagei Merr is a 
conglomeration of settlements, and elsevliere the places familiar to 
the public are only pastoral communities or frontier forts, possessing 
none of the attributes of a town or a city. To a Russian general 
this is a very disagreeable drawback to the Territory of TransCaspia, 
and if Komaroff was never pleased with Askabad while an unknown 
colonel, it is hardly to be expected that he will settle down quietly, 
and leave the game in AlikhanofF's hands, after the blaze of glory that. 
has encompassed him the last few months. Already, probably, he is 
pulling the wires in Khorassan; and in Russian military circles it 
is looked upon as a certainty that he will find his Tashkent at 
Meshed or Herat in a very short time. When this is done, the 
country will be quite clear for him down to the Persian Gulf. 

Of the two, Khorassan is even riper for plucking than Herat. 
Since the signature of the Convention of Teheran of 1881, Russia, by 
virtue of that diplomatic document, has maintained agents in the 
principal centres of Khorassan, and one by one has bought into 
office the governors of the leading towns. As is well known to 
readers of Persian travel, the officials purchase their positions from 
the State, and in the case of Sarakhs, and several other towns 
stretching thence along the frontier, it is a notorious fact that within 
the last twelvemonth the whole of the governors have been replaced 
by Russian nominees, helped into power by Russian gold. While 
this has been going on, the population, for years deeply discontented 
with what General Sir Charles Maegregor rightly terms the 
imbecile rule at Teheran,’^ has become gradually subject to Russian ^ 
influence by the suppression of the Turcoman scourge, by lAi^ervadW^ 
of Khorassan by commissariat officers flush with money, and, above 
all, by the impression created by the recent advance into Afghanistan. 
It is not too much to say that if Russia were to overrun Khorassan 
to-morrow, the entire province would probably submit without firing 
a shot. The recent Russian advance has practically sealed the fate 
of Khorassan. The Czaris forces stretch for 700 miles along 
the whole of the northern border, and next year Russia will KaTe 
a railway station within 80 miles of Meshed. On the south 
stretches the Great Desert of Persia, and communication between 
Meshed and Teheran—550 miles—is only maintained by two roads 
running through Astrabad and Shahrood, close to the Caspian, 
which Russia could sever in a few days by simply landing 2,000 or 
8/K)0 men in Astrabad Bay. This accomplished, the provinces of 
Astrabad and Khorassan, with their united population of a million 
people, could be annexed with a facility fully recognized in Russia, 
and constituting a strong temptation to the ambitious officials of the 
Czar. Possessing a flue climate and wonderful resources, Khorassan 
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would prove at once a profitable annexation^ and not only fumuh 
Eu&sia with a splendid base east of the Caspian^ but also give her 
the power of moving whenever she liked straight down to the Persian 
Gulf, past our Beluchistan frontier. 

This movement is one that we may confidently expect to have to 
face in immediate future, and it is for this reason that I am such 
a strong advocate for organizing our Beluchistan protectorate, and 
endeavouring to establish an Indian cordon thence to the new frontier, 
and afterwards to the Oxus, so as to screen Western Afghanistan from 
its effects. The establishment of Russian rule in the Persian Gulf, 
implying the formation of a Russian naval station close to India and 
the complete severance of all communications between Europe and 
the East vid Persia, is not a matter that England can safely disre- 
regard. On this account timely measures ought to be taken to 
prevent Russia, from her new position, cleaving her way through 
Persia and Afghanistan to the Persian Gulf. For the moment 
Russia may be expected to confine her operations to Herat and the 
adjacent districts, because Khorassan is looked upon as so certain to 
lapse to her on the decease of the Shah, that it is considered more 
politic to exercise at present disintegrating pressure against Afghan¬ 
istan, on the grounds that England might take advantage of the 
time spent in annexing Khorassan to consolidate her power in Herat. 
To secure herself against this danger Russia will make every sacrifice. 
Tf any doubt exists in England as to the immense strategical value of 
Herat in an offensive sense, there is absolutely none in Russia. No 
one there questions the opinion of Skobelcff, Kouropatkin, Tcher- 
nayeff, Kaufmann, Soboleff, Grodekoff, and other eminent generals, 
SdiC-Wt istathe key of India—the great camping-ground where an army 
of 150,000 men, with a broad-gauge railway at its rear running to 
the Caspian, and foreposts in front resting on the Helmund, would 
be able to exercise aggressive force difficult for us to withstand in our 
present position. That there should be no counterpart of General 
Sir Henry Greene in Russia is capable of easy explanation. That 
officer is curiously ignorant of the Russian military position in the 
Caspian region; unlike Generals Roberts and MacGregor, he does 
not appear to Lave made any serious effort to ascertain the actual 
condition of things in Central Asia, with a result that he questions 
the value of Herat on grounds which any junior officer of the Intel¬ 
ligence branch could correct in a moment, and which have provoked 
a deal of good-humoured derision in Russia. 

While England is devoting her attention mainly to a diplomatic 
settlement, Russia is pushing on her Transcaspian railway to 
within 100 miles of Herat. The line is practically finished to 
Askabad, and is sanctioned to the new position on the Afg han 
frontier. As the ground is level the whole way, and there does 
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not exist a single engineering obstacle, the locomotive will be 
whistling on the Afghan eonfinea in about another twelvemonth. 
Russia will then have a five-foot broad-gauge railway connect¬ 
ing the Caspian with the new place of arms at the Gates of 
Herat^ and she will be infinitely more ready to occupy Herat than 
we shall be to even occupy Candahar, even though the^fisbin line be 
completed at the same time. It is not too much to say that Russia, 
if she secretly concentrated a large force on the Caspian at 
Krasnovodsk or Baku, would be able to place that army inside 
Candahar several days iu advance of troops sent irom England to 
protect it from seizure! 

On this account, the completion of the Transcaspian railway next 
year will place it in Russia*» power to treat just as she likes the 
closing stages of the dawdling delimitation business that may be 
expected to occupy the whole of the interval. A train-load of soldiers 
despatched from St. Petersburg will then reach the place of arms 
at the Gates of Herat in eight days, while under the most favourable 
circumstances a train-load despatched from London to. Pishin will 
not reach its destination in less than twenty-five. If the advantage 
this railway advance will give Russia is not properly appreciated in 
England, it is certainly not lost to view by Russian statesmen. That 
there may be no delay in completing the line, General Annenkoff, 
an exceedingly capable officer, with whom I am well acquainted, 
has been sent with full powers to supervise the construction of the 
line, and that there may be no deficiency of rolling stock, 125 loco¬ 
motives, belonging to the Government railway reserve, have been 
despatched to the spot from St. Petersburg. It was Annenkoff who 
first suggested the idea of a railway to Herat, and iiTTfift 

possession of those masterly plans of Skobeleff, constantly discussed 
by the two during the general’s lifetime, which have now been fully 
adopted by the Czar's Ministers. 

Russia has one very great advantage over England, in that she* 
knows clearly what she is about, and has to contend with a State 
having no definite policy. While Annenkoff is building the railway, 
Komaroff will continue his secret disintegrating operations in 
Khorassan, and Alikhanoff will intrigue with the Uzbegs and other 
non-Afghan elements in Afghan Turkestan. The latter country 
affords a fine field for Alikhanoff^s activity, and from the new 
position. at Peujdeh it will be far easier for Russia to carry on 
her tecret warfare against the Ameer than for the ruler of Cabul to 
counteract it. If Komaroff and Alikhanoff have not unlimited 
gold, tl4y have unquestionably military prestige; and Orientals 
are more likely to be impressed with the unrepelled Russian ad¬ 
vances, and the heavy blow struck at England at Peujdeh, than by 
lavish gifts. One can readily imagine the Uzbego saying to Sir J. 
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Eidgeway: ** You are giving us gold to-day, but what security are you 
giving us that the Russians will not take it from us to-morrow ? " 

It does not require much argument to demonstrate that immense 
force can be thrown into a short, plain policy when every official 
pulls one way, and there are no back-currents of public opinion or 
rampant.egotism to check it. Komaroff and Alikhanoff, and their 
immediate superior. Prince Dondukoff Korsakoff, know thoroughly 
what the policy of Russia is, and are well aware that the two men 
controlling at St. Petersburg their actions, the Czar and the Minister 
of War, arc ready to condone any exceptional display of zeal. To 
keep up appearances in Europe, State Secretary Giers poses as the 
representative of the peace party—a fiction maintained by spending a 
little money in the reptile fund fashion on the Continent and in 
England—although personally he is a warm supporter of the aggressive 
policy of the hour, and is able to intelligently appreciate it, owing to 
his long connection with the Russian mission at Teheran. What he 
lacks in more recent knowledge is supplied by his immediate assistant, 
Ziuovieff, the head of the Asiatic Department, who was for more 
than twenty years at Teheran, and only left in 1882, after co-operat¬ 
ing with Skobeleff in a manner that has been eloquently lauded by 
that general. 

Now compare this short, plain policy of advance, in the hands of 
a few men, with the condition of things in this country. In the 
first place, nobody, not even high officials, knows definitely what the 
policy of England is, for the very simple reason that the late Ministry 
never knew it themselves, while the present Cabinet has not held power 
long enough thoroughly to make up its mind on the subject. As 
"*^W^iftlrlilemtHlt, it is impossible to read the recent debates without 
coming to the conclusion that there arc not more than two or three 
men in both Houses who clearly appreciate the position of Russia 
and England in the East, and very unfortunately those men have 
' only now, when most of the mischief is done, obtained a brief lease 
of office. In India, it is true, we have the best possible Viceroy 
for the crisis; but can any one who has attentively studied the last 
Blue-book, arrive at any other conclusion than thai he, in spite of 
his strong character, is very much at the mercy of weak, drifting 
elements when they prevail at home ? 

And yet it ought not to be impossible to formulate a short, plain 
policy for England, and set to work to realize it at once. . A series 
of Administrations have concurred in agreeing that Russia must be 
kept out of Afghanistan at all hazard, and Russia has given us a 
series of assurances admitting our right to do what we life in that 
country. Very well, let England apply herself to safeguarding 
Afghanistan, not where it is not menaced, but where it is iu danger-— 
I refer to the frontier from the Hari Rud to the Oxus. I hold that 
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it should be a fundamental principle of Bngliab policy that we should 
meddle as little ds possible with those positions of Afghanistan which 
are strong and safe^ such as Cabul and Ghuzni, or with those not 
immediately menaced^ like Balkh and other points of Afghan 
Turkestan, and that we should devote our whole energies to pro¬ 
tecting the weak and open country stretching from the ne^ frontier 
to our Pishin outposts. And this task is only difficult to those' 
who do not understand the actual condition of things in the Russo-. 
Indian region^ or who fail to realize the immense gain to be derived 
from ^permanently arresting the Russian advance in that direction. 
In the first place^ what we want at the outset is some sort of light 
screen along the new frontier from Zulfikar to the Oxus, to prevent 
the Russians crossing into Afghanistan to openly intrigue, and to 
prevent any repetition of the Penjdeh affair by attacks on the 
Afghan outposts. Now, to erect such a screen would be a very 
simple matter. The few scattered tribesmen lying along the whole 
length of the frontier, on the Afghan side, are peaceful and under 
firm control, and English officers attached to each frontier picket 
would be perfectly safe, even without an Indian escort. The freedom 
with which single English officers, often without an escort, have 
moved about among the Afghans and the tribesmen during the last 
few months is a tolerably clear demonstration that their lives would 
not be seriously in danger. One thing I know I can state with con¬ 
fidence—^that if the Government asked for volunteers for this duty, 
there are hundreds of officers who would be ready to proceed at once 
to the spot. 

By placing the frontier cordon under the charge of English 
officers an immense gain would be secured at once, for-*4iie firftltKi 
would become in reality what it is diplomatically—the frontier of the 
two empires. The Komaroffs 'and Alikhanoffs would have then to 
deal, not with Afghans, whom they will never respect, but with 
English officers, any attack upon whom would be an act of war. 
Speaking from my own personal knowledge of Russian officers, I do 
not believe that they would, if such a cordon were established, dare 
to repeat the Penjdeh exploit, and I am equally persuaded that that 
massacre would have never been perpetrated if the Afghans had been 
under the control of the English officers on the spot, and the 
Russian Government had been compelled thereby to recognize that 
an attack on the Afghans meant an attack upon England. If the 
Ameer could be induced to allow a few Indian troops—even only 
the 460 now in the Herat valley—to share in the police duties on 
the fironfier, so much the better, as, once his initial objections were 
overcome, it might be easy to increase the strength of the cordon 
should circumstances require it. Such an Anglo-Afghan cordon 
established, all pretext would be removed for any further Russian 
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advance^ and any movement would be at once an open declaration 
of wv. 

The next thing would be to connect this cordon in some way or 
other with our Indian forces. Here Beluchistan provides an excel¬ 
lent base. I have already stated that, in anticipation of Russia 
attempting to push down to the Persian Gulf via Meshed and Khaf, 
we- ought to organize at once our Perso-Beluchistan frontier by 
establishing Indian outposts wherever possible along it, from Gwadur 
to Soistan. Prom here to the Herat cordon a connection could be 
readily established by inducinfe the Ameer to extend along the PAsian 
frontier a similar border-guard to that which I have described as facing 
the Russians. The frontier cordon would then be complete from 
the Persian Gulf to the Oxus, and a guarantee would be obtained 
against any further secret Russian advances so perfect, that we could 
forego the humiliating task of constantly applying to her for worth¬ 
less assurances. I am clearly aware that such a cordon would not 
be a military barrier, but it would be certainly a strong moral and 
even material one, which Russia would have to respect at the risk 
of war; and it would afford us a certain amount of security while 
developing the internal strength of Afghanistan. If Afghanistan is 
to be any bulwark at all, we must rely less upon the Ameer and 
more upon the people. This can be only accomplished by showing 
ourselves more in Afghanistan, and, above all, in the districts abutting 
upon the cordon from the Persian Gulf to the Oxus, where we not 
only find Afghans of a friendly type, but also powerful non-Afghan 
tribes, such as the Hazaras and Aimaks, who would enable us to hold 
our own against any hostility at Cabul, should the Ameer ever turn 
''a^Bhnt usws»be followed by an Anglophobe successor. 

When Todlcbeu found himself suddenly entrusted with the defence 
of Sevastopol, ho threw up a series of weak outworks to prevent 
the allies approaching too close, and then, this accomplished, he 
reared inside the expanse he had secured the fortifications that kept 
the English and French forces so long at bay. Here we have a 
model of what our policy should be in Afghanistan. Our first object 
should be, not to build fortresses in the Suleiman ran^e and military 
roads along the Indus, but to secure the other side of the Afghan 
barrier from encroachment, so that we may afterwards, in Todleben's 
manner, establish inside that barrier the defences Afghanistan and 
India require for their protection. The apparent present intention 
of concentrating the whole of England's energies on the Indo- 
Afghan frontier, and leaving the Russo-Afghan frontier open to 
Russia's power of disintegration, is fatally inadequate. The vast 
majority of English officers concur that we cannot allow Russia to 
move right down to our present position. If Russia seizes Herat, 
we must at once re-occupy Candahar; but the Ministry are said to 
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be averse to going forwaid to that place. Very well, then, let 
them gratify that disinclinatioa by preventing the only thing that 
can possibly give rise to the necessity for doing so at all-*-namely, 
a Rossiaii advance farther into Afghanistan, f his advance is not to 
be hindered by spending millions at Quetta, or tens of millions 
in war preparations at home or in India, but by the judicious eipen- 
diture of a few hundred thousand pounds in establishing the Anglo- 
Afghan frontier cordon I have advocated so long. As for the man 
to organize such a cordon on the best military principles, there is no 
need to push inquiries far afield in search of him. If the question 
were publicly put in India, the whole army and administration would 
shout with unanimous voice—" General Sir Charles MacGregor I ” 
No one can be more conscious than myself that the erection of 
this screen under his supervision would not constitute an absolute 
guarantee against a further Russian advance, but it would certainly 
deprive Russia of all local pretexts for another movement, and this 
of itself would afford a greater guarantee of peace than any amount 
of diplomacy in England or military activity at Quetta. . 


GHaauES Marvin. 



THOUGHTS ABOUT LIFE. 


I N reading Professor DrummoiuVs well-known book, "Natural 
Law in the Spiritual World,I was much struck by what he 
has written concerning Life and Death. Those who are acquainted 
with this highly interesting and ingenious work will remember that, 
in accordance with its general design, an attempt is made to identify 
the laws of spiritual life and spiritual death with those of natural 
life and natural death; they will remember also that the discussion 
is made to depend upon the definition of life given by Mr. Herbert 
Spencer in his treatise on the " Principles of Biology.” 

X was led by this reference of Mr. Drummond to Mr. Spencer to 
^QBy^er sgj{Qewhat carefully, and to endeavour to weigh impartially, 
what has been advanced by each; and thus a number of thoughts 
have been suggested, which, to me at least, appear to be sufficiently 
valuable to justify me in writing them down. 

By the way, what a pity it seems that the long Greek word 
Biology should have so much eclipsed and thrown into the shade the 
simpler English word Life, While thinking upon the subject of 
this paper I took occasion to turn to the new editior j of the " Ency¬ 
clopaedia Britannica,”in otder to see what the latest writers had to say. 
1 turned to the word Life, Alas! the word was not to be found : 
an absolute hiatus: no such word apparently recognized by Bncy- 
clopsedias. The solution of the difficulty speedily suggested itself. 
I turned to the word Biology, and under that more respectable title 
I found all that could be desired. 

And yet for the large fraction of mankind who do not study 
Encyclopaedias, lAfe is a word which can scarcely be omitted i^om 
the vocabulary. Life and death are in many ways the two words 
which concern us all more than any other words, and more than 
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the contents of many Enc^yclopsedias. When St. James asked the 
qnestion. What-is ymr Life 1 he started the most difficult and the 
most important of all inquiries: he gave only a partial answerj 
but even that partial answer is one of infinite practical value. 

In the fourth and fifth chapters of his “ Principles of Biology " Mr. 
Herbert Spencer endeavours to give us a definition of Life. * I will 
introduce what I have to say by referring to that dednitionj and to 
the manner in which Mr. Spencer conducts his own mind and his 
readers to tJie discovery and the acceptance of it. 

After remarking that there is great difficulty in finding a ded* 
nition of Life which is neither more nor less than sufficient, Mr. 
Spencer quotes a few of the most tenable that have been given. 
They are as follows;— 

1. ScuELLTNO ; Life is the tendency to individuation." This, 
we are told, is objectionable; partly on the ground that it refers, not 
so muph to the functional changes constituting Life, as to the struC'- 
tural changes of those aggregations of matter which manifest Life ; 
and- partly on the ground tliat it includes, under the *idca Life, 
mucli which we usually exclude from it—for instance, crystallization. 

2. Richeuand : Life is a collection of phenomena which suc¬ 
ceed each other during a limited time in an organized body.*^ This 
is liable to the fatal criticism that it equally applies to the decay 
which goes on after death. 

3. Bk Blainviixe: “Life is the twofold internal movement of. 
composition and decomposition, at once general and continuous.'^ 
This conception is in some respects too narrow, and in other 
respects too wide. 

4. Mr. Spencer himself: " The co-ordination of actions." Mr. 
Spencer had proposed this definition formerly, and still inclines 
towards it as one answering to the facts with tolerable precision. 
But, like the others, it includes too much; for it may be said of 
the solar system, with its regularly fecurriug movements* and its 
self-balancing perturbations, that it also exhibits co-ordination of 
actions. 

5. G. H. Lewes : “ Life is a scries, of definite and successive 
changes, both of structure and composition, which take place 
within an individual without destroying its identity.” It may be 
argued, that since changes of structure and composition, though 
probably the comes of muscular and nervous actions, are not the 
muscular and nervous actions themselves, the definition excludes the 
more visible movements with which our idea of Life is most asso¬ 
ciated ; and further, that in describing vital changes as a series, it 
scarcely includes the fact that many of them, as nutrition, circula¬ 
tion, respiration, and secretion, in their many subdivisions, go on 
simultaneously. 
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Observing upon this enumeration of previous efforts to give a 
definition of Life, that each quoted dednition expresses the pheno¬ 
mena of Life under some of its aspects, and that no one is more 
than approximately true—admitting also that it may turn out to 
be impossible to find a formula which will bear every test—Mr. 
Spencer suggests, that the best method of determining what are 
those general cliaracteristics which distinguish vitality from non¬ 
vitality will be to compare the two most unlike kinds of vitality, 
and sec in what they agree. Manifestly,” writes Mr. Spencer, 

that which is essential to Life must be that which is common to 
Life of all orders. And manifestly, that which is common to all 
forms of Life will most readily be seen in contrasting those forms 
of Life which have the least in common, or arc the most 
unlike.” 

The method here proposed is ingenious. It is obvious, however, 
that it will require much caution in application, because there may be 
opening for argument and difference of opitiion as to what forms of 
Life are those which have the least in common or are the most 
unlike. Moreover, notwithstanding its ingenuity, objections afe 
conceivable to the method itself; and it may possibly be maintained 
that the proceocling is incapable of giving any result in tlic form of 
a definition which shall be of any practical value. It may be 
necessary, in fact, to consider what is really meant by the technical 
term dejinition, and whether a formula —wliich term, I observe, is 
used by Mr. Spencer as equivalent to dejinition —arrived at by such 
a process as that suggested, cau really do for us anything of the 
same kind as a definition is expected to do. 

»havc«(4(jught it right at once to enter'this caveat; but having 
done so I leave it ou the file for the present, and proceed to note 
Mr. Spcuccr^s application of his method and the results at which he 
arrives. 

4 

Mr. Spcnccr chooses as his iwo extreme forms of Life assimilation 
and reasoning. Assimilation represents bodily life; reasoning repre¬ 
sents that life which is known as intelligence. By a discussion 
which it is not necessary for my purpose that I t^hould reproduce, 
the following successive results are reached:— 

1. A defiuition of Life must be a definition of some kind of 
change or changes. 

2. Life consists of simultaneous and successive changes. 

3. Life is made up of heterogeueous changes, both simultaneous 
and successive. 

4. Life is a combination of heterogeneous changes, Imth simul¬ 
taneous and successive. 

j. Life is a definite combination of heterogeneous changes, both 
simultaneous and successive. 
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6. Life is the definite combination of heterogeneous changes, both 
simuitancous and successive. 

This formula, however, which has been tba^ result of much labour, 
and the elaboration of which occupies Chapter IV. of the " Principles 
of Biology,*' is described as one which fails to call up an adequate 
conception; and the subject is therefore resumed in Chapter V., in 
which we reach the following final form :— 

7. Life is the definite combination of heterogeneous changes, both 
simultaneous aud successive, in corrcsijondciicc with external co¬ 
existences and sequences. 

Or the formula may be given in this simpler form: 

8. Life is the continuous adjustment of internal relations to 
external relations. 

I adjoin the following concluding paragraph of Chapter V., in 
which Mr. Spcucei* compares the merits of these final formulae:— 

" Nevertheless, superior as it (8) is iu simplicity and comprehen¬ 
siveness, so abstract a formula as this is scarcely fitted for our 
present purpose, llescrving its terms for such use as occaslou may 
dictate, it will be best commouly to employ its more concrete 
equivalent, to consider the internal relations as * definite corobina* 
tions of simultaneous and successive changes,* the external relations 
as ‘ co-existences and sequences,* aud the connection between them 
as a ^correspondence,*** 

Having now before us an epitome of Mr. Spencer’s discussion, and 
the conclusion at which he arrives, the following general observations 
suggest themselves. 

In the first place, let us try clearly to understand what kind of 
result is possibh; from this kind of investigatiou. Wc seciTtc deffne 
Life ; and wc take two very diverse manifestations, and attempt to 
devise a. formula which shall comprehend these two. The investiga¬ 
tion to which this attempt gives rise may incidentally bo useful, and 
it may lead us to understand more about Life than we did when wc 
commenced our task; but, after all, there will be nothing in the 
result except that which wc have ourselves put into it; it will merely 
be a formula expressing such qualities os our two diverse maniicsta- 
tions have suggested to us; it will not be a definition like those of 
which we have examples iu both pure*and mixed mathematics, out of 
which wc can by strict reasoning evolve undeniable consequences; it 
.will be impossible to say this is involved and that is not involved 
in the idea of Life, because it is or is not included in our defi¬ 
nition. Upon this caution I am led to lay stress, because Professor 
Dru^nmond appears to regard Mr. Spencer's definition of Life as 
something much more than it can well be admitted or even claims 
to be* . He^ speak^ of it as being the " definition of science,” as 
though we had in Mr. Spencer's formula an exhaustive verbal 
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cxprcBsiion of the essence of Life, concerning which we may reason, as 
we do (for example) in physical optics, when we have adopted, the 
hypothesis that light results from the vibrations of the particles of a 
liighly clastic medium. In this way we may easily get wrong; we 
may be pleased by the neatness of the result which we have obtained; 
and we -may he tempted to draw conclusions, which upon no true prin¬ 
ciple of reasoning can be allowed to have any validity. 

But besides this general caution concerning the process adopted, 
it is obvious to remark, tliat any value which our result may have 
will depend upon the two manifestations of life, chosen for our 
experiments, being really the most diverse one from another that 
ingenuity can devise. Those takeu by Mr. Spencer are assimilation 
and reasoning/, and he assumes these to be “ forms of Life which have 
the least in common or are the most unlike.*^ Is this so ? Let us 
grant that assimilation is the lowest form of life; hut is }tclear that 
reasoning is the highest? l>cry one will, of course, concede that 
reasoning is much higher than assimilation. A man cats his food and 
then sits down to his work, and it will be admitted that while writing 
(as 1 am at this moment) the brain and the hand and all the co¬ 
operative organs arc doing higher work than that which is being done 
simultaneously by the stomach and the organs more immediately allied 
to that portion of the body. But this is not enough. If our definition 
is to be as good as can be made by the process laid down, our upper 
manifestation of life must not merely be higlier, or even much higher, 
than the lower—it must be the highest conceivable. Is reasoning the 
highest conceivable ? I am disposed to answer in the negative, 
licasoning of a simple kind is undoubtedly performed by the hum- 
'bW aniifffls:—to take no other instances, it is impossible to deny 
that within narrow limits, dogs, horses, elephants reason. The gulf 
is doubtless enormous between such reasoning and that which is carried 
on by man; hut the gulf is not so wide as to justify us in asserting 
that there is nothing real upon the humbler side of it; whereas 
there are manifestations of life by man, to which it may be safely 
asserted that there is nothing whatever analogous in any creature 
except himself. Take, for example, such manifestaiionias those which 
are implied by the words self-denial, self-restraint, purity of conduct, 
honesty, honour, brotherly love. These terms refer to a whole side 
of human life which is not touched by the term reasoning^ which 
may be said to be almost as much higher than reasoning as reason¬ 
ing is higher than assimilation. Let the reader look back to our 
broadest and complete definition of Life,” and try whether he can 
discover in the phrase, ** The continuous adjustment of internal rela- 
•tioDs to external relations," anything which touches or includes 
those high manifestations of life which I have above enuioerated, ai rf 
without which life would be something quite different from that whid 
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it actually is., Or let him turn to that other formula^ of which Mr. 
Herbert Spencer says that it ''includes the lowest vegetal pro¬ 
cesses as well as the highest manifestations of human intelligence/^ 
and test it hi 'the same way. Here is the formula. Life is "the 
dednite combination of heterogeneous changes^ both simultaneous 
and successive, in correspondence with external co-exiatences and 
sequences.'^ Does this formula contain in itself any expression of, 
or- any relation to, the highest form of life which exhibits itself in 
the noblest specimens of human kind? A negative answer is that 
which I feel compelled to give. Is not the reader with me ? 

The suggestion that Mr. Spencer^s formula omits the consideration 
of the really highest indications of life may be pressed still further. 
For it may be urged that, under the influence of feelings or principles 
which belong to the noblest part of his being, man docs not change 
in correspondence with external co-cxistenccs, or circumstances, or 
environment, but, on the other baud, acts in such a manner as to 
cause, if it may be, external circumstances to change in correspond¬ 
ence with his feelings or principles. This is the history of all great 
changes which have taken place in the world: great reformers, 
whether in religiou, or in science, or in politics, have been the men 
who have not " corresponded to their environment/' hut have fought 
against it with all their might, and have finally succeeded in capsing 
their environment to correspond to them. 

Hence upon his own ground I conclude that Mr. Spencer has 
not been successful in deducing, from a collation of the lowest and 
highest manifestatious of life, a satisfactory dehnition of life itself. 
This conclusion will, I think, be strengthened if wx consider for a 
moment what a definition is, and Avhat is its use. ' 

The simplest' illustration is that which is supplied by pure mathe¬ 
matics or by geometry. In this case a delinition may be of a perfect 
kind; that is to say, the definition may involve the whole of the 
properties of the thing defined, so that it requires only human 
ingenuity to evolve all these properties by pure reasoning out of the 
definition. And it is to he observed that it is by no means true 
that a certain thing, of which cognizanpe is taken mathematically, 
has one definition and no more. Several definitions have been pre¬ 
ssed of a straight line. To take a somewhat more complicated 
example, we may define an ellipse in many ways; we may say that 
it is the path of a point which moves subject to the condition that 
its distance from a given point is less in a given proportion than its 
distance from a given straight line; or we may say that it is a 
section of a cylinder, or a re-entering (or oval) section of a cone; or 
that it is the shadow of a sphere thrown upon a plane. Wo may, in 
l^act, define an ellipse in a vast variety of ways; but each definition. 
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however different it may seem to from another, is 
contains implicitly all the properties of the ellipse, and all can be 
deduced from one definition as completely as they can from another, 
and no more can be deduced- In fact, the definition ^whichever wo 
adopt) actually, or at least potentially, is in a certain true sense the 
ellipse itself, neither more,nor less. 

If one may compare this kind of complete definition with the 
empirical method of obtaining a definition applied by Mr. Spencer 
to the case of Life, it might perhaps be said that this latter 
•method was like that of a philosopher who had before him the 
figure of an ellipse differing little or nothing from a circle, and 
that of a very elongated ellipse from which the circular form has 
almost disappeared. lie measures and compares- these two very 
differently shaped figures, and concludes that any properties which 
they have in common belong to all ellipses; he may be fortunate 
enough in this way to discover some actual properties of the curve; 
ho may find out much that is interesting; but it is very unlikely that 
he will do so, and certaiu that he will not arrive at a real and com¬ 
plete definition of an ellipse. 

In geometry a definition contains all the properties of the 
thing defined, because, in fact, the thing has no existence except 
that which it derives from the definition. It is somewhat different 
in the case of those entities with which wc deal in physical mathe¬ 
matics. Thus, ill treatises on Dynamics, force is defined to be 
any cause which changes, or tends to change, a body^s condition 
of rest or motion. The definition is complete and without flaw; 
but in order to use it for purposes of dynamical investigation, we 
require toj^now somethiug more about force than the definition 
contains. For example, how is it to be measured ? Is the velocity 
generated in a given time in a given mass the proper measure ?. or 
will some other quantity, say the square of the velocity, be the 
})roper measure ? Questions of this kind must be solved before we 
can proceed with fruitful investigation; the original definition 
remains good; but it cannot be applied until it has been further 
defined, or rather supplemented, by experiment some other 
suitable process. 

Be it observed, however, that when we speak of the .above defini¬ 
tion -of force as complete, this assertion must be made with the 
reservation that it is to be used only for investigations of a certain 
kind—namely, those which wc commonly describe as dynamical. 
The definition does not by any means exhaust the attributes of force; 
for example, it docs not touch the question of the transformation of 
^fierce into heat; it is not contrariant to this truth, but it does not 
contain it, does not suggest it, does not even help towards if^ except 
so far as every enunciation of truth tends to promote discovery in 
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the seme departmetit of jcnovledgg. Hence tre are led te conelnde^ 
that in- physics even tme definitions are' not of 'neceteity hbsoltktel/ 
and ultimately exhaustive, that a definition may be within a certahf 
region complete, but that it is dangerous to assume or assert of a 
definition more than this limited completeness. 

The same thing will he seen, perhaps^ more clearly and emphati-^ 
cally in the case of light. It would probably be considered (in the 
present position of the undulatory theory as the accepted truth' in 
this subject) a good definition of light, that it consists' of' waves 
propagated by the vibrations of the particles of a highly elastic 
medium, or ether. This definition, with certain saving clauses as to 
the length of the waves and so forth, constitutes a solid foondatioit 
upon which a system of physical optics can safely be built. Few things 
are more certain than the hypothesis that light does result from 
vibrations and undulations, as above described. Nevertheless, it is 
also certain that the definition is by no means exhaustive, and that 
there is much in the constitution and action of light which it does 
not reach even approximately. Stated barely.it docs not. meet the 
phenomena of polariz.ation; and we arc at once compelled to introduce 
the curious hypothesis of transverse vibrations, in order ta niahe our 
definition complete, even so far as it can be tested by its application 
to the explanation of optical phenomena. But suppose that we have 
modified and supplemented our definition of light, much after the 
fashion suggested by Mr. Herbert Spencer in the case of Life, so a^ 
to make it include the simplest and most complicated of optical 
phenomena, we should still be immensely far from a complete defini¬ 
tion. For light manifests its power in mucli more subtle forms 
than those which present themselves as optical—that is, juch as-^e 
cognizable by the eye. Take, as a first example, that agency of light 
which only a few years ago seemed so strange and almost incredible, 
but which to-day excites no wonder in the vulgar mind because it is 
so common. I refer to photography, light-writing, or light-painting. 
The results of photography show us that the rays of light have 
remarkable chemical powers and properties, which have apparently 
no direct connection with mechanical vibrations: the undulatory 
theory of light may be spoken of as a branch of mechanics, but 
photography lifts the scientific treatment of light into the more 
subtle region of chemistry. Not that wc really needed photography 
for the purpose of doing tliis; every time that the laundrymaiJ 
brings out her linen to bleatih- in the sun, she shows her faith in the 
chemical properties of light, and the careful housewife who closes 
the shutters or draws down the blinds to prevent the colour being 
taken out of her curtains and carpets docs the same thing. T7hat 
photography has done is merely this: it has brought out more 
clearly than before this side of the general question. What is light ? 
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by fib'oving bow important the aide ia, and bow great an agentjigbt 
ia in tbe conatitution of the material unirerae. It is clear^ that a 
complete definition of light should include its chemical properties. 

But we must not stop here. The action of light ^n plants^ and 
the part which it plays in the economy of the vegetable world, 
appears to ti^^nscend any action which can be regarded as chemical. 
The well-known phenomenon of plants turning towards the sun, 
more remarkable in some than in others, is a simple example of this 
action. This phenomenon always presents itself to me as a very 
strange one; because the turning of the plant involves the action in 
some way of a mechanical force, and I do not perceive how this force 
is supplied. This, however, is a point upon which I will not 
enlarge; the turning of the plant towards the sun is a fact, let the 
force which effects it come whence it may.. But there is another 
fact concerning plants which is to be noted—namely, the manner in 
which the exclusion of light favours the germination of seed, and the 
necessity of light to carry on the growth when the seed has 
germinated. Still further, there is the remarkable phenomenon of 
plants in certain circumstances adopting extraordinary methods of 
reaching light in trying circumstances. The properties of light 
,which are brought into play by plant action of these and the like 
kinds as much transcend chemical action as chemical action transcends 
mechanical. Yet an exhaustive and absolutely complete definition 
of light ought to involve implicitly all the phenomena of plant action, 
as truly as it does the simplest optical phenomena. 

Perhaps enough has now been advanced upon the subject of light, 
as illustrating the difficulty of devising complete definition of things 
pbftfical } Jvit I am unwilling to pass away from the example without 
suggesting that, even if we conceive of a definition which includes all 
that has hitherto been said concerning light, we shall probably still 
leave out much which for completeness of definition ought to be 
taken in. Por example, consider what light is to the painter and to 
the poet I Surely to both it is a source of inspiration, which is not 
and cannot be touched by anything which is included in mechanics, 
or in chemistry, or even in the economy of the Vegetable world. 
The very soul of the world is light; the beautiful colours of flowers, 
the majesty of clouds, the poetry of sunrise and sunset, almost every¬ 
thing that makes the material universe lovely and human life 
charming in its outward circumstances, depend upon this marvellous 
vibration of an all-pervading medium; the signal was given for the 
banishment of Chaos and the introduction of Cosmos when ** God 


said, Let there be light." 

~ In truth, the analogies of light and life may be possibly os close 
as the English names are qne to the other, " In Him was light,” says^ 
St. John, " and the light was the life of men.” God. is represent^*^ 
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equally aa the source of light and the source’ of life; the creatioii^ 
according to the grand picture with which Holy Scripture opens, 
commenced with light and ended with life. God said. Let there be 
light, and there was light ”—that is the beginning. ** God breathed 
into his nostrils the breath of life, and man became a living soul ** 
—that is' the end. Let me be allowed to quote Blanco .White's 
wonderfnl and most true sonnet:—• 

“ Mysterions Night! When our first parent knew 
'i'hee by report ilivine, and Jieard thy name, 

Did he not tremble for this lovely frame, 

This glorious canopy of light and blue ? 

Yet 'ncath a curtain of translucent dew, 

Bathed iu the rays of the groat setting flame, 

Hesperus, with the host oi heaven, came, 

And lo ! creation widened in man’s view I 
Who could have thought such darkness lay concealed 
Within thy beams, () Sun ? Or who could find 
WHiilst fiy, and leaf, and insect stood revealed, 

That to such countlesn orhs thou mad’st us blind ? 

Why do we then shun death witli anxious strife? 

If light con thus deceive, wlierofore uot Life ? 

To adapt the striking conclusion of this sonnet to the subject of 
this paper : if light be so difficult of definition^ may we not expect 
that life, which is so much more intangible on its physical side, and 
which runs so immediately and so inevitably into the spiritual, will 
prove to be still more difficult? Shall we be even surprised to find 
that it eludes all our efforts ? 

Be it observed, however, for the comfort of practical minds, that 
it may sometimes be difficult to define in words things which are 
perfectly well known in fact, and concerning the essence of which 
there is no doubt. Let any one try to define matter, mind, man, in 
words which admit of no doubt as to their meaning, and ^ich shall 
be complete and exhaustive, and he will perhaps realize the diffi¬ 
culty. I commenced this paper by a reference to Professor Drum¬ 
mond’s book; let me illustrate the contrast between difficulty of 
formal deiinitiou and simplicity of practical conception by a quotation 
from this same interesting book :— 

** The essential characteristic of a /u’oiy organism ” ^writes Professor Drum- 
mood, p. 147], according to these definitions', is that it is in vital connection 
with its general surroundings. A human being, for instance, is in direct 
contact with the earth and air, with all surrounding things, with the warmth 
of the sun, with the music of birds, with the countless influences and activities 
of Nature and of his fellow-men. In biological language, he is thus to 
be ' In correspondence with his environment.' lie is, that is to say, in active 
and vital connection with them, influencing them possibly, but especially 
being influenced by them. Now, it is in virtue of this correspondence that 
he is entitled to be called alive.” 

1 need hardly make the remark that vita is the Latin word for life, 
and that vital and living are, therefore, the equivalents of each other. 
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Bearing this obvious fact in mind, let the reader examine the prc< 
ceding paragraph. I have italicized the words vital and living to 
assist him in doing so. We are told that it is the essential 
characteristic of a living organism that it shall be in vital connection 
with something clsc—that is, the essential characteristic of a living 
orgaiiistn is that it shall have life ; which, of course, is true, but does 
not much help us to conceive what life is. Then we have an illus¬ 
trative instance given us—namely, that of a human being who, in 
biological language, is said to be 'Mn correspondence witlk his 
environment.^' Now, if this biological language bo of any value,- it 
ought (one would think) to explain itself, and not require to b6 
explained; but Professor Drummond cannot trust it to itself, and he 
follows it up with a that is to say/^ And what is there to be said 1 
Why this—that the meaning of being “iu correspondence with^^^his 
environment ” is, that “ he is in active and vital connection with 
them; ” in other words, tliat he is alive. Thus life means vital 
connection; vital connection, “in biological*-language,” means 
** correspondence with environnumt corres'pondence mith environ^- 
ment means vital connection; and vital conncctlony put into English, 
means life. And thus the circle is complete; and so far as this 
paragraph is concerned, we arc precisely in the same condition of 
knowledge of life as that in which we found ourselves before. 

It is fair to quote, in connection with the foregoing, the following 
passage as showing tliat Professor Drummond is iiimself quite aware 
of the diflSculty of framing a complete definition of life ;— 

“Ml*. Herbert Spcnccr’a definition of life ” [he writes] “ it is well known, 
has been subjected to seiious criticism. While it has shed much light on 
many nt* tltd phenomena of life, it cannot bo ailirmed that it 1ms taken its 
place in science ns the Uni'll solution of the fundamental problem of biology. 
No definition of life, indeed, that has yet appeared can be said to be even 
approximately correct. Its mysterious quality evades us; and we have to be 
content with outward cliaraeteristics and accompaniments, leaving the thing 
itself an unsolved riddle.” (I*. 145.; 

Again— 

** What is the diiTerenco between a crystal and a plant ? Aey have much 
in common. Both are made of the same atoms, both display the same pro¬ 
perties of matter, both are subject to the same physical laws, both may be very 
beautiful. But, besides possessing all that the crystal has, the plant possesses 
something more—n mysterious something called life. This life is not some¬ 
thing which existed in the crystal, only in a less developed form. There is 
nothing at all like it in tho crystal. There is nothing like the first beginning 
of it in the crystal, not a trace or symptom of it. This plant is tenanted by 
something new, an original and unique possession added over and above all 
^e properties common to both.” (P. 81.) 

Once more:—** What natural life is remains unknown, and the 
• life still wanders through Science without a definition. (P. 87.) 
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All this seems to me to be most true. I should venture to complain 
that throughout his book l^rofessor Drummond does not appear to have 
sufficiently borne in mind his own caution with respect to definitions 
of life-and death. He writes, for example,-** The definition of death 
which science has given us is this : A falling out of correspondence 
with environment,** thus attributing to science the empirical sug¬ 
gestions of an individual writer, and appearing to iilvest definitions 
which have been *'subjected to serious criticism” with the solemnity 
and importance of conclusions which can be described as those of 
science itself. 

Passing on, however, from these strictures upon Professor Drum¬ 
mond's treatment of Mr. Spenqer's definition, I wish to submit to the 
consideration of the thoughtful reader a mode of dealing with the great 
question, What is life ? which seems to me to touch some of the 
reabdifficulties, and which 1 may add is very much in accordance with 
a passage already quoted from Professor Drummond's book. 1 think it 
quite probable that a complete definition of life may be beyond our 
powers; if by a complete deflnition we mean something parallel to 
a definition of an ellipse, out of which all the properties of the thing 
defined can be deduced by reasoning, I have no doubt of such defini¬ 
tion being past finding out. A complete definition in this sense would 
involve, for instance, cither the assertion or the refutation of the 
doctrine omne vivum ex vivo ; *but it is possible, or even probable, 
that although continued careful investigation may make the truth 
of this doctrine more and more received, yet the establishment of it 
as necessary or as dcducible from any comprehensive definition may 
prove to be quite impracticable. Consequently, 1 have no intention 
of aspiring to a complete definition of life; but the mode^nf dealing 
with the subject which I propose to suggest may possibly be useful, 
though no complete definition be either sought or found. 

Of material things there are, as a fact, some which we regard as 
living, some as not living. You look at the form of an animal which 
you imagine to be stufied, and which therefore you regard as dead, 
or not living. While you look at it the form moves, a limb shakes or 
an ear is set up, aud you say. at once, ** The creature is alive.” Or 
you see a man lying by the roadside, and you suppose him to be 
asleep or intoxicated, but you come near, and perceiving no motion, 
no sign of life, you touch him or call to him, or shake one of his 
limbs, and when he still takes no notice you say, *'The man is 
dead.” So, likewise, there are signs by which an experienced eye 
wtll easily detect death in the vegetable world; the gardener will 
seldom have any doubt as to whether a given plant is alive or dead. 
The problem is to express in language the distinction between the 
two conditions—to say what is meant by life, what by death. 

Por this purpose let us contemplate for a few moments a certain 



364 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


mass of matter, vhicli for the present I will not affirm, to be either 
alive or dead. It is a mass of matter for uSj and nothing more. 
What do wc know about it ? 

' In the tiret place, we know that as matter it exerts a certain force, 
known by the name of gravitation, upon all other matter. Gravitation 
is universal. * Sir Isaac Newton went a long way towards proving 
this to be so ; all subsequent investigations have confirmed the con¬ 
clusion, so that now no truth can be much more firmly established 
than that which is asserted, when it is said that the mass or lump of 
matter which wc are considering acts according to a known and 
definite law upon all other matter, and in like manner is acted upon 
by all matter. This action tends to make the lump of matter move, 
if you place it on the side of a hill, or leave it to itself in air or 
in w^ter, it will probably be put in motion; but if you allow it to 
lie on a horizontal table, the gravitation' which tends to dra# it 
towards the earth will be counteracted by the upward pressure of 
the table, and it will remain at rest. 

In the next place, we know a good deal about the constitution of 
our mass of matter. We know that it is composed of atoms of 
elementary substances, which combine together according to remark¬ 
able numerical laws. 

Further, we can ascertain by experiment much concerning its 
chemical qualities. These may be of the most varied kind: no two 
dilTereiit species of matter will be found to have precisely the same. 

Once more, the lump of matter which we arc considering may have 
specific qualities, of which chemistry gives no account. It may, 
for example, have magnetic or electric properties of a special kind. 

•But none of the properties here enumerated give rise to those 
peculiar phenomena which we connect with the idea of life. The 
cssenti^ idea of' life consists in change, action, motion. It is true 
that gravitation, or the action of chemical or molecular forces, may 
give rise to changes of arrangement of the constituent particles of 
matter or to movement amongst them. Thus a mass of matter may 
crystallize, and so a real change may be said to have taken place 
within it; but the change, which wc describe undei* the word living 
or vitalf is something beyond a mere change in the arrangement of 
constituent particles, it is something which can be predicated of an 
entity as a whole without reference to molecular constitution; for 
example, ^a certain mass of matter, say a human body, may be aliVe, 
but you cut it into two parts and both are dead. Contemplate 
then our mass of matter as a whole, and observe whether it is 
capable in itself of change, action, or motion; if it is incapable, 
-we may safely class it as a dead thing; if capable, we may say that 
it is alive. 

If wc may speak of life as the vital force, it would seem, according 
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to what has now beei^ said, that the vital force i» one which trans¬ 
cends those of gravitation, chemistry, molecular action, electricity, 
magnetism, and other forces, if there be such, which, ean be classed 
with these. Of course it is open to any one to assert that this is 
not 80 > and that life is (for example) only a chemical action of 
matter which takes place of necessity under certain favourable con¬ 
ditions. It can only be replied that all observation is against this 
supposition. Life is indebted to chemistry, molecular action, elec¬ 
tricity, and other forms of material action; but there would seem to 
he involved in it something beyond and distinct from these, which 
it is impossible to describe except by its effects. 

On the whole it seems to me that, with the preceding explanations 
in our minds, we may adopt the following formula as descriptive of 
life, or as in a certain sense defining it: Life is the potentiality of 
change, action, or motion, without the intervention of an external 
cause. 

That is to say, change, action, motion are the indications of life. 
If, however, these phenomena result from some external cause, they 
afford no such indication; there may be life, or there may not; 
but if there be no external cause, then there is life. 

Will the reader kindly examine this definition, and consider what 
amount of strain it will bear ? 

Let us test it by the method adopted by Mr. Herbert Spencer,\a8 
the basis of his investigation already quoted; that is, let us sec 
whether it comprehends forms of life differing as much as possible 
from each other. It seems to me that it does. Whether it be a 
question of assimilation or of reasoning, the essence of these pro- 
cesses as attributes of living beings is, that the assimilation ox the 
reasoning comes from the being itself, and is not put into it from 
without. Suppose that after death the process of digestion and 
assimilation could be prolonged fur a time, by means of galvanism, 
or any other scientific appliance, as muscular motion can in fact be 
produced, this would not be life; it would only be a semblance and 
imitatiou of it. The assimilation must come from within. Living 
power may be helped by external agencies; digestion may be aided 
in some cases by medicine; sleep may be accelerated by warmth; 
the cutting of teeth may be made more easy by surgical help; but 
■the power of digestion, the power of sleep, the-power of cutting teeth, 
must come from within, and can come from no other quarter. And 
if this be true, if, indeed, it be the essential truth with regard to the 
lowest and simplest manifestations of vitality, it is equally and more 
remarkably true of higher and more complicated manifestations. As 
it is only a living thing which can digest, so also it is only a living 
thing which can think. This high potentiality of action, whether 
exhibited in an imperfect manner by animals or more fully by man, 
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comes from within, and cannot come from without Like the more 
material functions of living things, it may be fostered in a variety of 
ways. The powers of the mind will depend to a great extent upon 
the health of the body. A man may deprive himself of the power of 
thought by intoxication; he may feel good for nothing in consequence 
of a bad cold, or a congested liver; he may keep, his mind in good 
working order by bodily exereise, and careful attention to diet; but stil) 

. the essence of thought, regarded as a function of a living being, is that 
it is something which comes from within, and which can be produced 
in no other way, Aud there is an advantage to be found in this method 
of considering the subject—namely, that all which can be said concern¬ 
ing reasoning may be said concerning the still higher attributes of a 
living man. Those qualities which I have in a previous paragraph 
enumerated—self-denial, self-restraint, purity of conduct, honesty, 
honour, brotherly love—may all be described as coming from the 
innermost self of the living man, and as being impossible otherwise. 
It is because they come from within* that they constitute the man's 
character, that they measure his value, that they are part and parcel 
of himself. When Mr. Herbert Spencer takes as his two limits of 
life, assimilation aud reasoning, and deduces as a deflnition of life, 
'' the continuous adjustment of internal relations to external rela¬ 
tions," one feels disposed to complain that the highest functions of 
mwhood have been omitted in order to generate a formula which 
shall at once embrace a man's stomach and his brain; but if wc 
regard life as a potentiality of action without the operation of external 
cause, then it is quite true tliat the same definition will include the 
operation both of stomach and brain, and oven higher powers with 
which thejbrain can only partially be credited, and that the highest 
powers need not regard it as any indignity to be thus coupled with 
the lowest. 

We may go a step further than this, and assert that the view pro¬ 
pounded has the advantage of including in one phrase or definition 
what may be described as material and immaterial life. The life of 
a worm and the life of an angel, the life of man and the life of God, 
must have something in common, otherwise it is a ^ere fallacy to 
call them by the same name; in one case or the other the word life 
must be a misnomer. What is that common clement which justifies the 
application to entities so widely different of the name living —a name 
which may not be applied to a stone, or even to the sun and moon ? 

Is it not the internal potentiality of action, which, in its highest 
degree, assumes the form of an independent will ? The evil of idolatry 
is, that it attributes life to that which does not live. The untaught 
jnen of early times almost universally worshipped the sun, because it 
was the most glorious aud potent object presented to their senses an4 

* Compare St. Mark vii. 18>23. 
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their minds. The revelation given to the children of Israel was, that, 
glorious as the sun might be, it wa^ only a created thing, that they 
themselves were living souls, that they and the sun and all else had 
been created by the one living G8d. 

ASd from this point of viewl can contemplate life'somewhat after the 
example which Professor Drummond has set in his intcre^ing volume*, 
i have already ventured to find fault with a passage quoted from him, 
and I feel disposed in reading his book not unfrequcntly to follow 
the same course. He seems to be so carried away by the delight of 
his fundamental thesis as to travel upon it into extreme conclusions, 
whither it is didicult for the cooler reader to follow him. But most 
readers will thank him for his book; and his readers have been many. 
Now, I venture to submit that the identity of the laws of life in the 
natural and spiritual world, if there be sucli fdcutity, may be more 
truly and profitably studied in the light of the definition suggested 
in this paper than in that of Mr. Herbert Spencer. For the poten« 
tiality of action is that which gives life not only it^ mystery and its 
power, but also its chief value and its attribute of responsibility. The 
kind of action will determine the nature of the life: it may be very 
simple, like the action of a bird building a nest; it may be mysterious, 
transcendent, altogether inconceivable, like the divine creation of a 
universe; but the simplest and the most mysterious will be manifesta- 
tations of life, one as truly as the other. 

Hence I venture to commend the definition or formula arrived at 
in this paper as better in itself, and more useful for such a purpose as 
that which Professor Drummond has had in view, than that which 
Mr. Herbert Spencer has supplied. But having said this, I would 
point out that my definition, like Mr.^ Spencer's, is, after all, a 
formula rather than a definition properly so called, or at all events it 
is not an exhaustive definition; it contains only what wc have our¬ 
selves put into it; it is useless for purposes of investigation ; it cannot 
be applied as a test of any propositions which may be enunciated 
concerning the nature and essence of life; it gives us no help in any 
speculations in which wc may indulge as to the origin of life, or as 
to its termination. In this respect no dcfi;iition or formula deduced 
from the ordinary phenomena of life goes nearly so deep into the 
mystery as the remarkable formula omne vivuin ex vivo. If this 
formula indeed contain the truth, if it should ever be so confirmed 
as to be accepted as the ultimate verdict of science, then life as 
exhibited in this world would be placed (as it were) upon a scientific 
basis between two infinities. On the one hand, if life can only 
come from life, there must be behind life, as now manifested, an 
origin in the infinite past, of which we can speak only in figurative 
language, and which we may well describe as divine; on the other 
hand this origin in the infinite past cannot be conceived os having 
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any termination to its activity; and so we are led to look forward 
lo^celly to an indnite future nf life, as well as ba^k to an infinite 

• past. 

“ Celui qai proclame I’exitrtence dc I’lnfini,” says W. Pasteur in Iiis remark¬ 
able discourse on the occasion of his reception by tlio French Acaaemy, 
^ et personne* ne pent y ocliappor, nccumule dans cet aiHrmafcion plus de 
Rurnuturel qu’il p’y cn a dans tous les miracles de toutes les religions; car 
la notion de I’inlini a ce double cliaractore de s’imposer et d’etre incomprii- 
liensibie.. Quand cette notion s’empare do rcntcrideineut, il n’y a qu’a se 
prosterner.” 

Perhaps therefore, after all, it is the most philosophical, as it is 
certainly the simplest, course to speak of God as “ having Kfe in 
Himself,” and as being the source of life in both the material and the 
spiritual universe. In doing so we cro.ss the boundary line of seience, 
and invade the region of theology; if we decline to do this, it remains 
to us to investigate life and its phenomena, so far as they can be 
made the subject of observation and investigation, and then to point 
backward to an unknowable terminus a quo and forward to an equally 
unknowable terminus ad quern. 

Perhaps, however, as I have crossed the boundary line, I may 
be pardoned for making a reference to several passages of Holy 
Scripture in which life is spoken of in a very pointed and striking 
manner. 

The opening of the volume of Holy Scripture is essentially a 
revelation of life. It is ^ living creatures which come into existence 
by the fiat of a living creator: vivum ex vivo. And the orders of 
life, beginning with grass and ending with man, are marked as clearly 
as the most careful student of natural science could desire. Nor is 
there any part of Natural Law in the Spiritual World more 
instructive as to the connectiou between the natural and the 
spiritual, than that early portion of the Book of Genesis which 
treats obedience to law as life and disobedience to the same as death. 
A similar treatment of life and death will be found constantly 
presenting itself throughout the Old Testament, and contributing 
much to the cqlour and character of its teaching, i 

But I pass from the'Old Testament to the New, and from this I 
•shall cite three passages. 

The first is St. John i. 4, in which the Evangelist writes concern¬ 
ing the Divine Word, “In Him was life; and the life was the light, 

. of men." The words might be made the subject of a treatise; let 
the reader ponder them, and consider how much teaching they 
contain^ 

The second is St. James iv. 15, in which is asked the pertinent 
question, " What is your life?" The answer is given in a figure, 

“ It is even a vapour." The figure is a striking one, and for practi¬ 
cal purposes better than any formal definition. It presents in the 
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simplest and most picturesque manner the fleeting cha^;acter of that 
gift which has been bestowfed upon each responsible man. I have 
said in the pulpit, and may perhaps say again in this essay, that 
it seems possible in these days of steam—that is, of vapour—to 
make, St. James' figure represent the strength of life as well as its 
weakness. As the railway train rushes along the line we eee the 
vapour, which appears for a little time and then vanishes away; ** 
but it is vapour which is turned loose upon the world and has no 
work to do. That same vapour, when duly constrained by law and 
set to do work, is the most powerful and useful agent that the world 
has yet seen. Kan's life has the power of constrained steam, as 
well as the weakness of loose and fleeting vapour. 

My last reference is to the concluding chapter of the Bible, in 
which we read of a pure river of water of life,*'' of the tree of 
life," and of the book of life.'^ As I have spoken of the opening 
of the volume of Holy Scripture as a revelation of life, so I may 
speak .of the close emphatically in the same words : the only differ¬ 
ence is, that the former has reference to the natural world nnd the 
latter to the spiritual. In the former, life includes grass and creeping 
things and the fowls of the air and the flsh of the sea; in the latter 
it includes angels and the spirits of the just. Man is the connecting • 
link between the two extremities : life as manifested in him has some¬ 
thing in common with grass and creeping things, something also in 
common with those higher intelligences which are at present concealed 
from his view; and the binding together in one volume of the two 
revelations of life, as the beginning and the conclusion of one con¬ 
sistent and harmonious book, is the best testimony extant to the 
greatest of all truths concerning life—namely, that it extends into the 
spiritual and is not conflned to the natural world—that the solution 
of its mysteries is to be found, not in the shadowy existence of things 
which are seen and temporal, but in the at present inconceivable and 
unspeakable realities of things which are unseen and eternal. 

H. Cabuslb. 
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OUR WEST AFRICAN SETTLEMENTS. 


O NE of tlie advantages attending the rush for colonies, now at its 
height among the European Powers, is that some of the little- 
heard-of Settlements of Great Britain will have more attention paid 
to them. The Berlin Conferenee on West Africa has given to that 
part of the negro continent a prominence to which it is unused. The 
main questions submitted to the plenipotentiaries had reference to 
the Congo and Niger districts only, but there are other parts of the 
coast which will doubtless be hereafter dealt with by those Powers 
which are determined to have a share in the future trade of the 
continent. 

Great Britain, for a trading and manufacturing nation, has been 
singularly remiss in her dealings with her possessions in Western 
Africa. The possibilities offered by them, and the promises they 
have sometimes fitfully given, have not been duly taken advan¬ 
tage of or forwarded by the action of Government. On the con¬ 


trary, the several colonial administrations—whether it was due to 
the direct motion of the Imperial Government, or to local circum¬ 
stances, matters little—have invariably so acted ihJt the dependencies 
of Great Britain in Western Africa have not advanced her trade 


power to any appreciable extent into the interior of the continent; 
indeed, an extension of territory along the coast has more often 
stifled tlte pre-existing trade with inland people. 

With these facts (which I shall 'presently support) before us, it 
seems strange that traders of other nationalities established on ^his 
coast, who are fully aware of the failure of the British Settlements 
for trading purposes, should be urging their respective Governments 
to found colonies for the avowed end of fostering trade. But a study 
of the question will soon make it obvious that the British Settlements 
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have 80 far failed becauRe they pursued a faulty system, and hence 
it follows that Settlements pursuing 4 different system mig^ succeed, 
and probably would succeed. 

For all practical purposes the ^sent trade with West Africa 
may be said to be in the hands of British, German, and American 
houses ; the French houses come a long way behind, while Portugal, 
Spain, and Italy bring up the rear. The Germans have a trade 
next largest to Great Britain in extent, and it is growing faster. 
In the British Settlements the trade is much divided, and is 
perhaps less exclusively British than in those places where no British 
or other European Settlements existed before recent annexations. 

The. British territories in West Africa north of the Equator are 
mostly of old standing. The Settlement at the Gambia River has a 
record of nearly three centuries. This is one of the finest of West 
African rivers, and it drains a large and fertile region; yet the total 
trade, imports and exports combined, does not average £350,000 a 
year. The country adjoining the river is commonly in a state of 
extreme turbulence, and is too insecure to be the basis of a solid 
and permanent trade with the interior. The export trade is princi¬ 
pally with France. The produce exported is collected in the imme¬ 
diate neighbourhood, and consists, chiefiy of the ground-nut {arichide), 
from which Marseilles manufacturers express an oil answering as a 
substitute for olive oil. Between Gambia and Sierra Leone there 
is a-small island group called de Los/' of no particular value, where 
there is a British magistrate. Sierra Leone is a Settlement dating 
nearly 100 years back; it has been enlarged from time to time by 
annexations, until it now comprises nearly 200 miles of littoral and 
some islands. The trade is extremely limited, considering the 
position, and barely averages £1,000,000 a year of combined imports 
and exports. A little gold and ivory finds its way from the interior at 
rare intervals. There is a considerable trade in hides with the 
United States. The ground-nut, the oil and nuts of the palm, 
ginger, and other products, arc all collected in the vicinity of the 
coast. For trade purposes the interior is little known. The recent 
annexations adjoining Liberia, which extended the territory of this 
Settlement coastwise, resulted in a serious loss of trade, the adjoining 
natives being extremely adverse to our taking possession of their 
littoral 

Perhaps the most important West African possession of Great 
Britain is the Gold Coast, where she has been established two cen- 
’ turies. Not many years ago the Dutch bad the larger part of these 
Settlements, but they were finally ceded to Great Britain by treaty in 
1872, in return for the relinquishment of all British rights in Sumatra. 
The avowed object of the British administration in this transaction 
was the creation of a solid basis for trade with the interior^. But 

c c 2 
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these good intentions were neyer realized. The tr^de of this large 
stretch of coast—240 nfiles in length—averages under ^6900,000 a 
year of combined imports and exports. The colony of Lagos lies to 
the eastward of the Gold Coast, and has lately been inokded in the 
same administration. It has been founded just over twenty-three 
years, and is 'admittedly one of the best positions for trade in this 
-part of Africa; the land is fertile and well watered, and it is thickly^ 
populated by a people noted for their industry and their keenness for 
trade. There is very fair communication with the interior by water. 
Yet the trade of the place, imports and exports combined, does not 
reach an average of jfil,200,000 a year. The trade of Lagos before 
Great Britain annexed it was considerable, and it has not since 
increased in proportion to the trade of other parts lower down the 
coast, where the native chiefs were left in possession. 

This is the ccongmical position: Great Britain has jurisdiction 
over about COO miles of coast, where there are noble rivers and the 
best harbours and roadsteads, and she has been established on parts 
of it for centuries, yet her influence for good and the area 
trading operations arc no more advanced than they were soon after 
the first adventurers visited these parts. Her influence extends but 
little beyond the limits of her power, and, practically, the only 
trade consists in the exports of produce collected within the neigh¬ 
bourhood of^thc fringe of coast occupied. The interior is entirely 
untouched. 

The natives in the neighbourhood of the Gambia River are un¬ 
friendly to Europeans. The people adjoining Sierra Leone are 
suspicious and hostile. On the Gold Coast all European trade is shut 
out from the interior by the fear and suspicion which the administra¬ 
tion has inspired in the people adjoining the Settlement. At Lagos 
the proceedings of the authorities have apparently not tended 
to diminish the discord between adjoining tribes. Nowhere does 
direct British rule seem to have been of much heneflt to the people 
as a whole, and certainly nowhere have British trade prospects been 
advanced by territorial power. , 

What is the cause of this unsatisfactory result? It is not 
difficult to explain. The administrations pursue, on the whole, a 
traditional policy, which they have inherited from vitiated soureds. 
The old Settlements were mostly made for unlawful purposes; they 
were slave depots, in fact; they were, therefore, from their very 
nature, hostile to the people of the interior; they were established 
as much for plunder as for trade. On the abolition of slavery fifty 
years ago, Great Britain was left with these Settlements, but the 
'policy that ruled them was not entirely and radically changed, as it 
should have been. Traditional hatreds and old-standing feuds, the 
natural outcome of slave-hunting establishments, lingered among the 
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people^ and the Settlements continued to be governed and carried on 
wilbout any reference to the Views of neighbouring and inland races, 
or the development of legitimate trsde among them. In fact, the ' 
West African colonies of Great Britain have not been administered 
so as to adapt them to the wants of the times. Sierra Zjeone is a 
Settlement of blacks, mostly the descendants of liberated slatesi who, 
somehow, have little or no sympathy with the neighbouring popu¬ 
lations ; large tracts of coast have ‘ been annexed at the Sherbro 
»Count ]7 adjoining, on the whole against the will of the people^; and 
the' taxes levied by rather onerous customs' duties are mostly ex¬ 
pended at head-quarters in Sierra Leone; but little pains have been 
taken to make friends of the powerful tribes adjacent to the Settle¬ 
ment, who, consequently, resent our presence in their midst, and 
make trade difficult; the British authorities are looked on by the 
natives adjoining Sierra Leone as selfish grabbers of taxes, which are 
all expended within the confines of the Settlements. British policy 
is naturally identified by the native races of the interior with the 
views of the alien blacks of the Settlement, and with the* acts of the 
local administration. 

On the Gold Coast the British Government has entirely identi¬ 
fied itself with the views of the natives of tliat part of the coast which 
Great Britain has occupied for so many years. The British flag has 
often, been enlisted in petty quarrels and narrow-minded and 
selfish disputes with neighbours. Soon after Great Britain had 
taken over the Dutch Gold Coast, the locial administration broke 
the compact entered into with the people because they were lieredi- 
tary allies of Ashantee, and therefore at variance with the Fantees 
of the British Gold Coast, who were their hereditary foes. The 
right policy and duty of the local administration was to have 
reconciled these old disputes, and to have taken advantage of the 
opening offered to get at the interior by way of Ashantee. Instead 
of pursuing this humane and statesmanlike policy, the local adminis¬ 
tration brought on itself another (the third) Ashantee war. At the 
present moment, British trade with the interior is no more solidly 
advanced than it was a century ago. . 

It must be borne in mind that the export trade now carried on 
in. all the British Settlements is almost entirely in oil seeds and oil 
nuts, the natural growth and produce of the fringe of coast. This 
is a trade not of old standing, for the marketable value of most of 
the commodities is of recent date. The trade of the Settlements 
with the interior is, if anything, less than it was a century ago. 

Since the Ibolition of slavery the position of Great Britain along 
the whole Western Coast has been, luitil recently, one of undisputed 
ascendancy. This supreme position is now being questioned and 
interfered with. It becomes a matter of nationtd interest to look well 
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and see that these coast Settlements are made of somewhat greater 
value for trade purposes, otherwise Continental (European) Powers 
will get into the rear and secure advantages and markets that should 
have been had years ago, and could well have been had almost 
without effort 

There are three influences which are always available to get at 
the interior of Africa and its trade, but whose advice and aid 
local administrators are apt to think lightly of. These are the 
native chiefs, the respectable traders, and the missionaries. It is 
futile to attempt to manage Africans except through their selected 
chiefs; and old-established missionaries and traders arc always 
ready to point out sure and infallible methods to conciliate and 
secure them. No one knows anything of Africa and its inhabitants 
but traders, missionaries, and scientific travellers. No one else has 
any right to speak with authority about the country. Administrators 
sent out fresh from Downing Street fall, always and infallibly, into 
the hands of a local clique of some kind, and, as before stated—and 
the actual position of the Settlements sufficiently proves this— 
espouse local passions and views. Even experienced administrators 
find their hands tied by an established policy they have no power 
or authority to overrule. The sole object of Great Britain should 
he to reconcile the disputes of the various tribes, to extend her 
trade and influence into the interior) and to endeavour to establish 
some native Powers strong enough to deal with the people and to 
keep order. One of the recognized systems, hitherto, has been the 
contrary of tliis; for as soon as some adjacent tribe or chief be¬ 
comes more powerful than its or his neighbour, and threatens to 
assume a preponderating influence, the local administration docs its 
best to stop the growth of this Power. The local administrations 
take no effectual steps to advance the trade routes into Afriew from* 
the basis of the Settlements, and they act so as to keep any native 
Power from becoming strong enough to be the medium for traders 
to do so independently of them. 

Scientific travellers, respectable traders conne<^tcd with leading 
houses, and long-resident missionaries have all stated, over and over 
again, that it would be easy to establish intercourse with the interior 
from the British Settlements as a basis. These gentlemen have 


always shown themselves willing to aid the British Government, to 
their utmost, to carry out such a laudable and important object. 


But in order to accomplish this it will be necessary to make son^e 
considerable alterations in British policy and in its administrative 
p^ystem, Gi^at Britain must cease to look on the government of 
sho€T possessions as the main ultimate aim of her flag in those places. 
natural'’Su*^® possessions must be regarded as simply stations or secure 
^rom which operations may be conducted. A good plan 
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iTould be to have councils of all the leading chiefs of the country, 
the representatives of trading houses, and missionaries, with a nomi¬ 
nee from the Colonial Office to preside and give the views of Great 
Britain. All executive operations determined on, including the 
opening of roads and the keeping of order, &c., outside the Settle¬ 
ments, should be entirely and wholly left in the hands of* the native 
chiefs. A yearly payment to every chief—which would not exceed an 
average of jfilOO a year each—would ensure their co-operation with¬ 
out fail. (This was also a proposal of the lato Sir Arthur Kennedy, 
Governor of AVest Africa and the Gold Coast.) As Great Britain 
levies all the taxes on goods entering the country coastwise, this 
payment would be only a reasonable and just measure. The chiefs, 
find it difficult to get money, and much of the bitterness and many 
of the local wars arc due to the feeling that large revenues are* 
collected which arc wholly expended within the frontiers of the 
Settlements, without any appreciable advantage to the country. 
The opening up of the interior would of course enormously increase 
the revenue of the ports and give ample means for the .purposes 
mentioned, did not such means nearly sufficiently and amply exist 
already. The system of payment to chiefs has occasionally been 
partially tried, and has never failed when carried out properly. But, 
more often, payments have only been given to old allies or friends, 
and althougb they may have been justly carued, they were not a 
political necessity. The most important and powerful chiefs of the 
country were left out. The British flag has no moral right to 
assume jurisdiction in these countries, except it be for legitimate 
purposes of trade with the interior, and also to push forward civiliza¬ 
tion and Christianity, which would follow unaggressively on the 
paths of commerce. The actual system has undoubtedly not tended 
to diminish wars and feuds, and the British are too often looked 
upon as enemies by the people of the interior. 

It is necessary to bear in mind that the inhabitants of the portion 
of the coast occupied by Great Britain arc altogether inferior to the 
inland races in bodily strength, in character and disposition, and in 
mental capacity. A more enlarged view of the duties and position of 
Great Britain would have made it easy for her flag to be now 
dominant hundreds of miles inland, not by war aud conquest, but by 
the love, the gratitude, aud the reverence of the people. The trade 
of the ports, instead of being of the total value of £3,000,000, imports 
and exports combined, would be perhaps £30,000,000. Even animals 
do not thrive, and few can exist for long in the swampy, unhealthy, 
and confined stations on the coast; but the interior is well stocked, 
and is known to have a superior climate. 

Up to the present the consequences of the want of some larger policy 
have only been inconvenient to traders and to neighbouring people, but 
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now another element has been introduced into West African politics 
which is certain to disturb the position. The rivaby of France is 
of little moment, for, however great her possessions—and they are 
considerable in Western Africa—her trade is always limited, for her 
policy is infinitely inferior to that of Great Britain, and makes the 
devclopment*of almost any trade with even the natives of her own 
possessions a practical impossibility; she is 'more exclusive, more 
bureaucratic, and has more disputes, quarrels, and wars with the 
natives outside her Settlements than Great Britain herself. At the 
same time her action is to be watched; experience may teach her 
better methods, and, at all events, wherever she has he^ flag there is so 
much territory taken from free commercial enterprise. 

The greatest danger to the trade and commercial supremacy of 
Great Britain is from Germany. The German houses on the coast 
rank next to the British in importance. Germans are expert traders; 
they take infinite pains to know native habits, and even languages; 
they are usually tolerably well educated men, with a thorough kn6w- 
ledge of the geography of the whole country; they know.many 
things an English trader would not value, such as botany and 
mineralogy; they almost invariably speak and write the three 
languages—Gernian, English, French. As a rule, their considerable 
influence has been given willingly to the British flag. At the same 
time they have been quite as disappointed as are the British traders 
at the British policy in West Africa, which has kept them, as well as 
others, from the rich commerce of the interior. They have no 
patience with the petty wars and local disputes of the British Settle¬ 
ments ; they know how easy it would be to conciliate the intervening 
tribes between the coast and the interior. Germans are expert 
travellers, and make splendid and successful missionaries, and they 
have the valuable faculty of making friends with the natives. They 
are by nature adverse to any form of slavery or racial injustice. 

The holding of the Berlin Conference was probably prompted by 
the German trading houses which are influential in Hamburg and 
Bremen. These houses have large transactions wi^^ West Africa, 
and intend to open up a very big trade there; they nope, by having 
Settlements and protectorates under their own flag, to succeed in 
reaching the interior. There is nothing to hinder them doing this 
where Great Britain has failed; the interior behind Sierra Leone 
an4 the Gold Coast is open to be traded with (as ^ glance at a 
mdp of West Africa will demonstrate) from several points not in 
British hands. How if the Ashantees were to make a treaty wi& 
France from the neighbouring French post at Assind, on the GoU 
Ooast ? or' if the Germans were to push into the interior behind 
the Settlements from any of the many places from which they might 
do so ? Great Britain cannot expect to Continue, were it only for 
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ten years longer, in her present position without the almost certain 
loss of her preponderating position and influence. The eyes of the 
traders of Europe are fixed on the interior of Africa, and they are 
bound to get there. Do the traders of Great Britain think that by 
holding 600 miles'^ of coast they can keep out rivals ? Their position 
is no doubt a very fine one if it be utilized; but only’on that con¬ 
dition. If they do not speedily use it, some other people are certain 
to get in behind them. The British possessions would then be not 
only useless, as they now are to some extent, but they would become 
dangerous, and perhaps difficult, to hold. 

The Germans at Cameroous have apparently acted on the old and 
familiar system of bombarding instead of conciliating. But this 
policy does not find favour with those who are really bent on estab¬ 
lishing German trade and influence in the interior of Africa. It 
may also have been true, as alleged by the Germans, that the natives 
at Cameroous were urged to act unjustly and discourteously to the 
German fiag by parties who were jealous of German ^radc and of its 
growing strength. 

Irrespective of the intentions and actions of other people, the 
duty of Great Britain is clear. She has taken possession of nearly 
600 miles of coast,* where sjic levies onerous customs^ duties. 
Her moral responsibility to the people is therefore heavy. The 
British taxpayer has also made considerable sacrifices in scores 
of petty wars, carried on at the instigation and request of 
the several" administrations. The opening up of the interior to 
British trade and manufactures would be some compensation for the 
many sacrifices made, and would tend more than anything else to 
civilize the people and tranquillize the country. The Mahometan 
faith was rarely heard of fifty years ago in West Africa, but, silently 
and unknown, it has now advanced to the frontiers of the Settle¬ 
ments. The Christian religion was always well received in Africa, 
but the policy pursued has impeded its progress by barring inter¬ 
course with the interior. Thu manifestly best policy of Great Britain 
for the future is to change the system" of administration so as to work 
cordially with tlie native chiefs of the country—the interior chiefs 
especially—and to seek the assistance and advice of the leading traders 
and missionaries. Great Britain should not attempt to govern the 
people directly by her own officials; these should only advise and 
co-operate wi^ the native chiefs, leaving the administration of the 
country and the laws entirely in the hands of the latter. Had Great 
Britain acted thus from the commencement, she would be now 
occupying a magnificent position, and have earned the lasting grati¬ 
tude of the native races. She can do so yet. C. S. Salmok. 

I 

* ThU is sxolosive of tlio rocont annexation by Groat Britain of the coast from 
the German Cameroous to the frontier of the lAgos Settlement. 
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" A all,” said Mrs, Blake, the eminent novelist, “ with the 

J\, exception of very few touches, there is nothing human in 
'Wuthering Heightsthose people with their sullenness and cold¬ 
ness and frenzy arc none of them real men and wonicn, such as 
Charlotte Brontii would have given us had she written the book 
instead of her sister. You can’t deny that, Monsieur Marcel.” 

They had clambered through the steep, bleak Yorkshire village, 
which trickles, a w'ater-course of rougli black masonry, down the 
green hillside; past the inn where Branwell Bronte drank and raved; 
through the churchyard, a grim, grassless garden of blackened tomb¬ 
stones; under the windows of the .Brontes’ parsonage; and still 
higlier, up the slippery slope of coarse, sere grass, on to the undu¬ 
lating flatness of Haworth Moor. 

Andre Marcel, tlie subtle young French critic and novelist, who 
had come to Yorkshire in order to study the Brontes, listened to 
Mrs. Blake* with disappointed pensiveness. Knowing more of 
English things than most Frenchmen., and with ^a natural pre¬ 
ference for the exotic of all kinds, it was part ot his mission to 
make known to the world that England really was what, in the days 
of Goethe, Italy had falsely been supposed to be—a sort of excep¬ 
tional arid esoteric country, whence {esthetic and critical natures 
might get weird aud exquisite moral impressions as they got orchids 
and porcelain and lacquer from Japan. Such being the case, this 
clever woman with her clever novels, both so narrow and so normal, 
so full at once of scepticism and of respect for precedent, gave him 
"las much of a sense of annoyance and hostility almost as his placid, 
pessimistic, purely artistic and speculative nature could experience. 

They walked on for some minutes in silence, Marcel and Mrs. 
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Blake behind^ Baldwin and bis cousin Dorothy in front, trampling 
the rough carpet of lilac and black heather netted with long withered 
grass and speckled with the bright scarlet of acre bilberry leaves; 
the valleys gradually closing up all around'; the green pasture slopesi 
ribbed with black stone fences, gradually meeting one another, 
uniting, disappearing, absorbed in the undulating sea of moorland, 
spreading solitary, face to face with the low, purplish-grey sky. As 
Mrs. Blake spoke, Dorothy turned round eagerly. 

" They are hot real men and women, the people in ‘ Wuthering 
Heights,^ ** she said ; but they are real all the same. Don't you 
feel that they are real, Monsieur Marcel, when you look about you 
now ? Don’t you feel that they are these moors, and the sunshine, 
the clouds, the winds, the storms upon them? " 

All the moors and all the storms upon them put together haven’t 
the importance for a Iiumau being that has one well-understood real 
character of Charlotte Bronte’s or George Eliot’s,” answered Mrs, 
Blake, coldly. - 

I quite understand your point of view,” said Marcel; “ but, for 
all my admiration for Charlotte Bronte and George Eliot, I can’t 
agree that either of them, or any writer of their school, can give us 
anything of the value of 'Wuthering Heights.’ After all, what do 
wc gain by their immense powers of psychological analysis and recon¬ 
struction ? Merely a partial insight into a certain number of 
characters—characters which, whatever the genius of the novelist, 
can be only approximations to reality, because they are the result 
of the study of something of which we can never completely 
undefstand the nature—because it is outside ourselves.” 

Mrs. Blake, who could uuderstand of Marcel’s theories only the 
fact they were extremely distasteful to herself, began to laugh. 

" If we are never to understand anything except ourselves, I think 
we had better leave olF novel-writing at once, Monsieur Marcel," she 
said. 

'' I don’t think that would suit Marcel at all,” put in Baldwin, 
"and he docs not by any means condemn the ordinary novel for 
being what he considers a mere approximation to reality. AH he 
says is, that he prefers books w’berc there is no attempt at completely 
solving what he considers the inscrutable—namely, the character of 
every one not oneself. He perceives, more than most people, perhaps 
even too much, the complexity of human nature; and what to you or 
me is a complete moral portrait is to him a mere partial representa¬ 
tion. I personally think that it is all the better for us if we are 
unable to see every little moral nerve and muscle in our neighbours : 
there are in all of us remains of machinery which belongs to some¬ 
thing baser, and is little or not at all put in movement. If we could 
see all the incipient thoughts and incipient feelings of even the best 
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people, ve should probably form a much less really just estimate of 
them th^n yre do at j^csent. It is not morally correct, any more 
than it is artistically correct, to see the microscopic and the hidden.'^ 

*‘1 don't know about tbtft,” said Marcel. “But I know that, by 
the fatality of heredity on one hand, a human being contains within 
himself a dumber of different tendencies, all moulded, it is true, into 
one character, but existing none the less each in its special nature, 
ready to respond to its special stimulus from without; on the other 
hand, by the fatality of environment every human being is modified 
in many different ways : he is rammed into a place until he fits it, 
and absorbs fragments of all the other personalities with whom he is 
crushed together. So that there must be, in all of us, even in the 
most homogeneous, tendencies which, from not having met their 
appropriate stimulus, may be lying unsuspected at the very bottom ' 
of our nature, far below tbe level of consciousness ; but which, on 
the approach of the specific stimulus, or merely on the occasion of 
any violent shaking of the whole nature, will suddenly come to the 
surface. Now it seems tcf me that such complications of main and 
minor characteristics, sncli complications inherited or induced, of half- 
perccived or dormant qualities, can be disentangled, made intelligible, 
when the writer is speaking of himself, may be shown even uncou- 
sciously to himself; but they caunot be got at in a third person. 
Therefore I give infinitely less value to one of your writers with 
universal intuition and sympathy, writing of approximate realities 
neither himself nor yourself, than to one who like Emily Bronte 
simply shows us men, women, nature, passion, life, all seen through 
the medium of her ou’ir personality. It is this sense of coming 
really and absolutely in contact with a real soul which gives such a 
poignancy to a certain very small class of books—books, to my mind 
the most precious we have—such as the Memoirs of St. Augustine, 
the ‘Vita Nuova,' the ‘Confessions' of Jean-Jacques Bousseau; 
and ‘ Wuthcring Heights,' although an infinitely non-imaginative 
book, seems to me worthy to be ranked with these." 

Dorothy Orme had been walking silently in front, ltf|hat slung 
on her arm, her light curly hair flying in the wind, filling her arms 
with pale lilac heather; and seeming to the Frenchman a kind of 
outcome of the moor, an illustration of “ Wuthering Heights;" some¬ 
thing akin to Emily Bronte's heroine, nay, rather to Emily Bronte 
herself, as she existed for his imagination. She turned round as^he 
spoke, and said, with a curious mixture of surprise, pain, and reproach: 

“I am glad you put ‘"Wathering Heights' with the ‘Vita 
NuoVa;' but how can you mention in the same breath those 
disgusting, degraded ‘Confessions' of Rousseau ? I once tried to read 
them, and they made me feel sick." 

Marcel looked at her with grave admiration. “ Mademoiselle," 
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he said, the ' Confessions ^ axe not a book for you; a diseased soul 
like Jean-Jacques ought never to be obtruded upon your^ notice: 
you ought to read only things like ‘ Wuthering Heights' and the 
'Vita Nuova,’ just as you ought to walk on these moors, but not 
among the squalor and confusion of a big town; you fit into the 
one, and not into the other. But I put the 'Confessions' by the side 
of these other books because they belong, in their deeply troubling 
way, as the ' Vita Nuova'is in its perfect serenity, to that v»y 
small class of scarcely self-conscious revelations of personality which 
may teach us what the novel should aim at.** 

Dorothy did not answer. This young man, with his keen appre¬ 
ciation, his delicate enthusiasm alike* for purity and impurity, puzzled 
her and made her unhappy. She felt sure^ he was good himself, yet 
his notions were so very strange. 

" At that rate,” put in Mrs. Blake, " there is an end of the novel 
as a work of art, if wje are to make it into a study of the mere 
psychology of a single individual. As it is, the perpetual pre¬ 
occupation of psychology has pretty well got rid of all real interest 
of plot and incident, and is rapidly getting rid of all humour; a 
comic character like those of Dickens, and even those of Thackeray, 
will soon be out of the question. Did you read an extraordinarily 
suggestive article by Mr, Hillcbrand, which appeared in The 
CoNTEMFORAur Ust year, contrasting the modern novel with the 
old otie ? It was very one-sided, of course \ but in many things 
wonderfully correct. I felt that he must condemn my novels along 
with the others, but I was pleased; it was as if Fielding's ghost had 
told us his opinion of modem novelists.” 

Dorothy Orme was not addicted to literary discussions ; but tbe 
recollection of this article seemed suddenly to transform her. 

"1 read it," she cried eagerly; " I hated it. He was very angry 
with George Eliot because she had made the story of Dorothea and 
Oasaubon tragic, instead of making it farcical, as I suppose Fielding 
or some such creature would* have done; he would have liked some 
disgusting, ridiculous comedy of an old pedant, a sort of Don 
Bartolo, and a girl whom he bored and who made fun of him. Did 
he never ask himself whether the reality of a situation such as that 
of Dorothea and Caaaubon would be more comic or tragic, whether 
we should be seeing things more as they really are, whether wo 
should be entering more into the feelings of the people themselves, 
whether we should be placing ourselves more in the position to help, 
to diminish unhappiness, by laughing at Dorothea and Casaubon, or 
by crying at their story ? I am sure we are far too apt to laugh at 
things already. I dare say that the sense of the ridiculous is a very 
useful thing; I dare say it helps to make the world more supportable; 
but sot when the sense of the ridtbulous makes us see things as they 



882 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


are not, or as they are merely superficially '; when it makes us feel 
pleased and 'passive vrhere we otight to be pained and active. People 
We a way of talking about the tendency which the wish for nobility 
and beauty has to make us see things in the wrong light; but there 
is much more danger, surely, of that sort of falsification from our 
desire foa the comic. There’s Don Quixote—we have laughed at 
him quite long enough. 1 wish some one would write a book now 
about the reverse of Don Quixote, about a good and kind< and 
helpful man who is made unjust, unkind, and useless by his habit 
of seeking for the ridiculous, by his habit of seeing windmills where 
there are real giants, and coarse peasants where there are really 
princesses. The history of that man, absurd though it may seem as 
a whole, would yet be, in its part, the history of some little bit of the 
life of all of us; a bit which might be amusing enough to novelists 
of the old school, but is sad enough, I think, in all conscience, when 
we look back upon it in ourselves.^' 

Marcel looked up. To him the weirdest and most exotic lipwers 
of this moral and intellectual Japan called England, were its young 
women, wonderful it seemed to him in delicacy, in brilliancy of 
colour, in outline, in imaginatively stimulating and yet reviv¬ 

ing perfume; and ever since he had met her a few days ago, this 
cousin of his old friend Baldwin, this Dorothy Ormc, painter, sculp¬ 
tor, philanthropist, and mystic, with the sea-blue eyes, and the light 
hair that seemed always caught up by the breeze, this creature at 
once so mature and so immature, so full of enthusiasm, so uncon¬ 
scious of passion, so boldly conversant with evil in the abstract, so 
pathetically ignorant of evil in the concrete, had appeared to him 
as almost the strangest of all these strange English girls who fasci¬ 
nated him as a poet and a critic. 

Baldwin had afibetionately taken his cousin’s arm and passed it 
through his own. 

“You are quite right, Dorothy," he said; “you have put into 
words what I myself felt while reading that paper ; but then, you 
know, unfortunately, as one grows older—and I am a good bit older 
than you—one is apt to let oneself drift into looking ut people only 
from the comic side; it is so much easier, and saves one such a 
deal of useless pain and rage. Bat you are quite right all the same. 
A substitution of psychological sympathetic interest for the comic 
interest of former days has certainly taken place in the novel; 
and is taking place more and more every day. But 1 don^t think, 
with Mrs. Blake and Hillebrand, that this is at all a matter for 
lamentation. Few things strike me more in old fictiotfy especially 
di^ 'we go back a century, than the curious callousness which many 
them’*® i^^cidents reveal; a callousness not merely to many impressions 
MarceP®* and shame, which to ftie modern mind would counter- 
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balance tbe pleasure of nftere droll contrast, as is so constantly tbe 
case in Rabelais (where we can't laugh because we have to hold our 
nose), but also to impressions of actual pain at tbe pain, moral or 
physical, endured by the person at whom we are laughing; 
of indignation at the baseness or cruelty of those through whose 
agency that comic person is made comic. After a]r,*a great deal 
of what people are pleased to call the healthy sense of fun of 
former days is merely the sense of fun of the boy who pours 
a glass of water down his companion's back, of the young brutes 
who worry an honest woman in the street, of the ragamuffins 
who tie a saucepan to a cat's tail and hunt it along. Some¬ 
times it is even more deliberately wanton and cruel; it is the 
spiritual equivalent of the cock-fighting and bull-baiting, of the 
amusement at what Michelet reckons among the three great jokes 
of tbe Middle Ages: * La grimace du pendu.' It is possible that 
we may at some future period be in danger of becoming too serious, 
too sympathizing, of losing our animal'spirits; but 1 don't see any 
such danger in the present. And I do see that it is a gain, not only 
in our souls, but in the actual influeuce on the amount of good and 
bad in the world, that certain things which amused our ancestors, 
the grimace of the dupe, of the betrayed husband, of tbe kicked 
servant, should no longer amuse, but merely malce us sorry or in¬ 
dignant. Let us laugh by all means, but not when others are crying." 

“ I,perfectly agree with you," said Marcel. " What people call the 
comic is a lower form of art; legitimate, but only in so far as it 
does not interfere with the higher. Complete beauty in sculpture, 
in painting, and in music has never been compatible with the 
laughable, and I think it will prove to be the same in fiction.' To 
begin with, all great art carries with it a poignancy which is incom- 
patible'with the desire to laugh." 

“ The h’rcnch have strangely changed," exclaimed Mrs. Blake. 

“ It is difficult to imagine that you belong to tbe country which 
produced Rabelais, and Moli^re, and Voltaire, Monsieur Marcel." 

Marcel sighed, * " 1 know it is,” he said; it is sad, perhaps, as 
it is always sad to see that one is no longer a child, but a man. 
Our childhood, at least as artists, is over; we have lost our laughter, 
our pleasure in romping. But we can understand and feel; we are . 
men." 

Mrs. Blake looked shrewdly at the young man. “ It seems to 
me that they were men also, those of the past," she answered. 

“ They laughed; but they also suffered, and hoped, and hated; and 
the laugh seemed to fit in with the rest. Your modem French 
literature seems to me no longer French: it all somehow comes put 
of Rousseau. Balzac, Flaubert, Zola, Baudelaire, all that comes out 
of those ' Confessions' which you choose tP place by the side of the 
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‘VitaNuova.' And as Roussean, *wlio certaiiily was not a true 
Frenchman^ has never seemed to be a genuine man either^ but a 
sickly, morbid piece of half-developed precocity, so I cannot admit 
that the present phase of French literature represents manhood as 
opposed to the French literature of the past. Had there remained 
in France more of the old power of laughter, we should not have 
had your Zolas and Baudelaires, or rather the genius of your Zolas 
and Bandclaircs would have been healthy and useful. Don’t wish 
to lose that laugh of yours, Monsieur Marcel; our moral health here, 
in England, where evil is brutish, depends upon seriousness; yours, 
in France, wlicrc evil immediately becomes intellectual, depends 
upon laughter, I am an old woman, so you must not be offended 
with me/’ 

“ There is a deal of truth in what you say/' said Baldwin. " The 
time will come, I am sure, when Frenchmen will look back upon 
the literature of the last twenty-five years, not as a product of 
maturity, but rather as a symptom of a particular sort of Immour- 
Icss morbidness which is one of the unbeautiful phases of growth," 

Marcel shook his head. ** You are merely falling foul of a new 
form of art because it docs not answer to the critical standards which 
you liave deduced from an old one. The art which deals with human 
emotions real and really appreciated is a growth of our century, and 
mainly a growth of my country; and you are criticizing it from the 
standpoint of a quite dilfcrcut art, which made use of only an 
approximation to psychological reality, for the sake of a tragic or 
comic clTect; it is as if you criticized a landscape by Corot, where 
beauty is cx'tracted out of the quality of the light, of the soil, and 
the dampness or dryness of the air, without a thought of the human 
figure, because it is not like the little bits of conventional landscape 
which Titian used to complete the scheme of his groups of Saints 
or Nymphs. Sbakcs])eare and Cervantes are legitimate; but we 
moderns are legitimate also: they sought for artistic effects new in 
their day; we seek for artistic effects new in ours." 

Baldwin was twisting a long brown rush between his fijij^ers medi¬ 
tatively,.looking straight before him upon the endless, grey and purple, 
thuudcrcloud-coloured undulations of heather. 

** I think," he said, that you imagine you are seeking new artistic 
effects; but I think, also, that you are mistaken, simply because I 
feel daily more persuaded that artistic aims are only partially com¬ 
patible with psychological aims, and that the more the novel becomes 
psychological the less also will it become artistic. The aim of art, 
of painting, sculpture, music, and arcbiteqture, is, if we put aside 
the mere display of technical skill, which, as a rule, appears only to 
the technically initiated—the aim of art is the production of some¬ 
thing which shall give us the particular kind of pleasure associated 
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with the word beautifulf pleasure given to our eestbetic faculties, 
which have a mode of action and necessities as special and as ‘impos¬ 
sible to translate into the mode of action and necessities of our 
logical and animal faculties as it is impossible to translate the im¬ 
pressions of sight into the impressions of hearing. All art addresses 
itself, however unconsciously and however much hampered by extra¬ 
neous necessities, to a desire belonging to these aesthetic faculties, to 
a desire for the beautiful. Now, to postulate such a predominant 
dfesire for the beautiful in a literary work dealing exclusively with 
human emotion and action seems to me utterly absurd. First, 
because mere beauty, the thing which gives us the specific msthetic 
impression, exists, I believe, in its absolute reality only in the 
domain of the senses and of the sensuous impressions recalled and 
reconstructed by the intellect; and because I believe that it is 
merely by analogy, and because we perceive that such n pleasure is 
neither unreasoning and animal nor intellectual and utilitarian, that 
we apply to pleasing moral impressions the adjective beautiful. The 
beautiful, therefore, according to my view, can exist in literature only 
inasmuch as literature reproduces and reconstructs certain sensuous« 
impressions which we name beautiful, or as it deals with such moral 
effects as give us an unmixed, direct unutilitarian pleasutc analogous 
to that produced by these sensuous impressions of beauty. Now, 
Imman character, emotion, and action not merely present us with a 
host of impressions which, applying an msthetical word to moral 
phenomena, are more or less ugly; but, by the very fatality of 
things, nearly always require for the production of what wc call 
moral beauty a certain proportion of moral ugliness to make it 
visible. It is not so in art. A dark background, necessary to throw 
a figure into full light, is as much part of the beautiful whole as the 
figure in the light; whereas moral beauty—namely, virtue—can 
scarcely be conceived as existing, except in a passive and almost in¬ 
visible condition, unless it be brought out by struggle with vice; so 
that we can’t get rid of ugliness in this department. On the other 
hand, while the desire for beauty can never be paramount in a wo^rk 
dealing with human character and emotion, at least in anything like 
the sense in which it is paramount in a work dealing with lines, 
colours, or sounds; there arc connected with this work, dealing with 
human character and emotion, desires special to itself, independent 
of, and usually hostile to, the desire of beauty—such desires as those 
for psychological truth and for dramatic excitement. You may say 
that these are themselves, inasmuch as they are desires without any 
proximate practical object, artistic; and that, in this siease, every 
work that caters for them is subject to artistic necessities. So far 
you may call them artistic, if you like; but then we must call artistic 
also every other non-practical desire of our nature; the desire which 
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is gratified hy a piece of scientific information, divested of all prac¬ 
tical value, will also be artistic, and the man who presents an 
abstract logical argument in the best order, so that the unimportant 
be always subordinate to the important, will have to be calM an 
artist. The satisfaction we have in following the workings of a 
character, when these workings do not awaken sympathy or aversion, 
is as purely scientific as, the satisfaction in following a mathematical 
demonstration or a physiological experiment; and when these work¬ 
ings of character do awaken sympathy or aversion, this sympathy dr 
aversion is a moral emotion, to which wc can apply the msthetical 
terms ' beautiful' and ' ugly' only by a metaphor, only in the same 
way that we apply adjectives of temperature to character, or adjectives 
belonging to music to qualities of painting. The beautiful, as such, 
has a far smaller share in the poem, novel, or the drama than in paint¬ 
ing, sculpture, or music; and, what is more, the ugly has an immea¬ 
surably larger one, both in the actual sense of physical ugliness and 
in the metaphorical sense of moral deformity. I wonder how much 
of the desire which makes a painter seek for a peculiar scheme of 
colour, or a peculiar arrangement of hands, enters into the production 
of such cltaractcrs as llcgan and Goncril and Cousinc Bette and Emma 
Bovary ; intb the production of the Pension Vauquer dining-room and 
the Dissenting chapel in Browuing^s ‘ Christmas Eve and Easter Day^? 
To compare a man who w^orks with such materials, wlio, every now 
and then at least, carefully elaborates descriptions of hideous places 
and odious people, with an artist like Corot, seeking for absolute 
loveliness in those less showy effects which previous painters have 
neglected, is simply an absurdity. The arts which deal with man and 
his passions, and especially the novel, wliich docs so far more exclu¬ 
sively and completely than poetry or the drama, are, compared with 
painting, or sculpture, or architecture, or music, only half-arts. They 
can scarcely attain unmixed, absolute beauty; and they are pei;- 
petually obliged to deal Avith unmixed, absolute ugliness.” 

There was a moment’s silence. 

" I can't make out our friend Baldwin,” said Mrs. Bkke; “ he is 
too strangely compounded of a scientific thinker, a moralist, and an 
aesthete; and each of the three component parts is always starting 
up when you expect one of the others. Yesterday he Avas descanting 
on the sublime superiority of literature over art; now he suddenly 
tells us that, compared with art, literature is an ugly hybrid.” 

Dorothy Orme had been listening attentively, and her face wore 
an expression of vague pain and perplexity. 

“ I can't understand,” she said. “ What you say seems dreadfully 
trUe; it is what 1 have often vaguely felt, and what has made me 
wretched. Human nature does not seem to give one that complete, 
perfect satisfaction which we get from physical beauty ; it is always 
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inixed np^ or in conflict with» something that gives pain. And yet 
one feelsj one knows, that it is something much higher and nobler than 
more combinations of lines, or sounds, or colours. Oh, why should 
art'that deals with these things be the only real, the only thoroughly 
perfect art ? ^Vhy should art that deals with human beings be a 
mistake ?i Don’t you feel that there is something very wrong and very 
humiliating in such an admission ?—in the admission that an artist 
is less well employed iu showing us real men and women than in show¬ 
ing us a certain amount of heather and cloud and rock like that ? ’’ 
And Dorothy pointed to the moor which spread, with immediately 
beneath them a sudden dip, a deep pool of rough, spray-like, blackish- 
purple heather round half-buried fragments of black rock, for what 
might be yards or miles or scores of miles; not a house,- not a tree, 
not a track, nothing but the tufts of black and lilac Keatlicr and 
wind-bent rushes being there by vrhieh to measure the chain of 
moors : a sort of second sky, folds and folds and rolls and rolls of 
grey and purple and black-splashcd cloud, swelling out and going in, 
beneath the folds and folds and rolls and rolls of the real sky, black- 
splashed, purple and grey, into which the moorland melted, with 
scarcely a line of divison, on the low horizon. 

I make no such admission, my dear Dorothy,” azAwered Bald¬ 
win. Nay, 1 think that the artist who shows us real men and 
women in their emotion and action is a far more important person 
than the artist who shows us trees and skies, and clouds and rocks; 
although the one may always give us beauty, and the other may often 
give us ugliness. I was saying just now that, the art dealing with 
human character and emotion is only half an art, that it cannot 
fulfil the complete sesthetic purpose of the otlier arts, and cannot be 
judged entirely by their standard; but while fiction—let us say at 
once, the novel—falls short of absolute achievement on one side, it is 
able to achieve much more, something quite unknown to the rest of 
the arts, on the other; and while it evades some of the laws of the 
merely aesthetical, it becomes liable to another set of necessities, the 
necessities of cthicis. The novel has less value in art, but more 
importance in life. Let me explain my idea. Wc have seen'that 
there enter into the novel a proportion of interests which are not 
artistic, interests which are emotional and scientific; desire for 
the excitemeat of sympathy and aversion, and desire for the compre¬ 
hension of psychological problems. Now one of the main differences 
between these emotional and scientific interests and the merely 
aesthetic ones is, 1 think, that the experience accumulated, the 
sensitiveness increased, by aesthetic stimulation serves merely (except 
we go hunting for most remote consequences) to fit us for the recep¬ 
tion of more aesthetic experiences, for the putting out of more aesthetic 
sensitiveness, familiarity with beauty training us only for further 
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famiUarity with beauty ; whereas, on the contrary, our emotional and 
scientific experiences obtained from art, however distant all practical 
object may have been while obtaining them, mingle with other emo¬ 
tional and scientific experiences obtained, with no desire of pleasure, 
in the course of events; and thus become part of our viaiicum for life. 
J^imotional ‘and scientific art, or rather emotional and scientific 
play (for I don't sec why the word art should always be used when 
we do a thing merely to gratify our higher faculties without 
practical purposes), trains us to feel and comprehend—that is to say, 
to live. It trains us well or ill; and, the thing done as mere play 
becoming thus connected with practical matters, it is evident that it 
must submit to the exigencies of practical matters. From this 
passive acquiescence in the interests of our lives to an active 
influence therein is but one step; for the mere play desires receive 
a strange additional strength from the half-conscious sense that the 
play has practical results : it is the difference, in point of excitement, 
between gambling with markers and gambling with money. There is 
a kind of literature, both in verse and in prose, in which the human 
figure is but a mere accessory—a doll on which to arrange beautiful 
brocades and ornaments. But wherever the human figure becomes 
the central irltcrest, there literature begins to diverge from art; other 
interests, foreign to those of art, convicting with the desire for beauty, 
arise; and these interests, psychological and sympathetic, in man¬ 
kind, create new powers and necessities. Hence, I say, that although 
the novel, for instance, is not as artistically valuable as painting, or 
sculpture, or music, it is practically more important and more noble." 

“ It is extraordinary," mused Marcel, “ how sesthetical questions 
invariably end in ethical ones when treated by English people: and 
yet in practice you have given the world as great an artistic litera¬ 
ture as'any other nation, perhaps even greater." 

think," answered Mrs. Blake, who was always sceptical even 
when she assented, and who represented that portion of reasoning 
mankind which carries a belief in spontaneous action to the length 
of disbelief in all action at all—“ I think that, like mos^ speculative 
thinkers, our friend Baldwin always exaggerates the practical result 
of everything.” 

They had turned, after a last look at the grey and purple and 
blackish undulations of the moors, and were slowly walking back 
over the matted sere grass and the stiff short heather in the 
direction of Haworth; the apparently continuous table-land begin¬ 
ning to divide once more, the tops of the green pasture-slopes 
to reappear, the valleys separating hill from hill to become ap- 
palfent; and a greyness, different from the greyness of tlie sky, 
to tell, on one side, of the neighbourhood down below, of grimy, 
smoky manufacturing towns and villages, from which, in one's 
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fancy, tliese'vild/nncultivated, uninhabited hill-top solitudes seemed 
separated by hundreds of miles. 

'' 1 don’t think 1 exaggerate the practical effects in this case,” 
answered Baldwin. " When we think of the difference in what I 
must call secular, as distinguished from religious, inner life, between 
ourselves and our ancestors of two or three centuries, nay, of only 
one century, ago, the question must come to us : Whence this differ¬ 
ence P Social differences, due to political and economical ones, will 
explain a great deal; but they will not explain all. Much is a 
question of mere development. Nothing external has altered, only 
time has passed. Now what 1ms developed in us such a number and 
variety of moral notes which did not exist in the gamut of our 
fathers ? What has enabled us to follow consonances and dissonances 
for which their moral car was still too coarse? Development? 
Doubtless ] just as development has enabled us to execute, nay, to hear, 
music which would have escaped the comprehciisiou of the men of 
former days. But what is development? A mere word/a mere 
shibboleth,, unless wc attach to it the conception of a succession of 
acts which have constituted or produced the change. Now, what, in 
. a case such as this, is tliat succession of acts ? We have little by 
little become conscious of new harmonies and dissonances, have felt 
new feelings. But whence came those new harmonies and dissonances, 
those new feelings ? Out of their predecessors : the power of to-day's 
perception arising out of the fact of yesterday’s. But what are such 
perceptions; and would mere real life suffice to give them ? I doubt 
it. In real life there would be mere dumb, inarticulate, unconscious 
feeling, at least for the immense majority of humanity, if certain 
specially gifted individuals did not pick out, isolate, those feelings of 
real life, show them to. us in an ideal condition where they have 
a merely intellectual value, where wc could assimilate them into our 
conscious ideas. This is done by the moralist, by the preacher, by 
the poet, by the dramatist; people who have taught mankind to see 
the broad channels along which its feelings move, who have dug 
those channels. But in all those things, those ffner details of feeling 
which separate us from the people of the time of Elizabeth, nay, from 
the people of the time of Yielding, who have been those that have 
discovered, made familiar, placed withiu the reach of the immense 
majority, subtleties of feeling barely known to the minority some 
hundred years before ? The novelists, I think. They have, by playing 
upon our emotions, immensely increased the sensitiveness, the richness, 
of this living keyboard; even as a singing-master, by playing on bis 
pupil’s throat, increases the number of the musical intervals which 
he can intone.” 

“ I ask you,” went on Baldwin, after a minute, “ do you think 
that our great-grandfathers and great-grandmothers would have been 
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able to understand such sitnatioos a^ those of Dorothea and Casaabon, 
of the husband and wife in Howells' ‘ Modern Instance/ as that of 
the young widow in a novel which I think we must all have read a 
couple of years agOj Lucas Malet's ' Mrs. Lorimer'? Such situations 
may have existed, but their very heroes and heroines must have been 
unconscious of them. I ask you again, Mrs. Blake—for you know the 
book—could you conceive a modern "girl of eighteen, pure and 
charming and loving, as Fielding represents his Sophia Western, 
learning the connection between her lover and a creature like Molly 
Scagrim, without becoming quite morally ill at the discovery ? But 
in the eighteenth century a nice girl had not the feelings, the ideal of 
repugnances, of a nice girl of our day. In the face of such things 
it is absurd to pretend, as some people do, that the feelings of man¬ 
kind and womankind are always the same. Well, to return to my 
argument. Believing, as I do, in the power of directing human 
feeling into certain channels rather than into certain others; believing, 
especially, in the power of reiteration of emotion in constituting our 
emotional selves, in digging by ,a constant drop, drop, ^such moral 
channels as have already been traced ; I must necessarily also’believe 
that the modern human being has been largely fashioned, in all his. 
more delicate peculiarities, by those who have written about Iiim; and 
most of all, therefore, by the novelist, I believe that were the 
majority of us, educated and sensitive men and women, able to ana¬ 
lyze what we consider our almost inborn, nay, automatic, views of 
life, character, and feeling; that could wc scicntiHcally assign its 
origin to each and trace its modifications; I believe that, were this 
possible, wc should find that a good third of what we take to be 
instinctive knowledge, or knowledge A^aguely acquired from personal 
experience, is really obtained from the novels which we or our friends 
have read." 

t * 

II. 

" I am sorry that Miss Dorothy should have been reading ' Une 
Vic,'" said Marcel, as he sat next morning after breakfast in the 
country house near the big black Yorkshire city; " the book is per¬ 
haps the finest novel that any of our younger Frenchmen have pro¬ 
duced, and I wish I, instead of Maupassant, were its author. But I 
shrink from the thought of the impression which it must have made 
upon this young girl, so frank and fearless, but at the same time so 
pure and sensitive. I am very sorry it should have fallen into her 
hands.” 

“ I have no doubt that my cousin felt very sick after reading it," 
S!u 9 Baldwin coldly; " but I think that if there is any one who might 
read such a book without worse result than mere temporary disgust, 
it is exactly Dorothy. What I feel sorry about is, not that an 
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Englith girl aliould read the book| but that a Frenchman^ or rather 
the majority of the French people^ could imte it/' 

Marcel looked surprised. ** The book is a painful one,” he said; 

there is something very horrible, more that merely tragic, in the 
discovery, by a pure and ideal-minded woman, brought up in happy 
ignorance, of the brutish realities of life. But I cannot*understand 
how you, Baldwin, who are above the Pharisaism of your nation, and 
who lay so much—so far too great (I think)—weight upon the ethicid 
importance of the novel, can say that ' Unc Vic' is a book tha^ 
should not have been written. We have, I admit, a class of novel 
which panders to the worst instincts of the public; and wo have 
also, and 1 think legitimately, a class of novel which, leaving all prac¬ 
tical and moral questions aside, Ircats life as merely so much artistic 
material. But' Unc Vie' belongs to neither of tliese classes. There is, 
in this novel, a distinct moral purpose; the author feels a duty—” 
I deny it,” cried Mrs, Blake, hotly; the sense of duty iu 
handling indecent things can never lead to their being handled like 
this; the surgeon washes his hands; and this Guy dc Maupassant, 
nay, rather this French nation, goes through no similar ablution. 
The man thinks he is obeying his conscience j in reality he is merely 
obeying his appetite for nastiness and his desire to outdo some 
other man who has raised the curtain where people have hitherto 
drawn it.” 

'^Pardon me,” answered Marcel, ‘*you seem to me guilty of 
inconsistency: Baldwin to his theories of the ethical importance of 
novels; you, Mrs. Blake, to the notions which all English people have 
about the enlightenment of unmarried women on subjects from which 
we French most rigorously exclude them. Looking at the question 
from your owu standpoint, you ought to see that such a sickening 
and degrading revelation as that to which Maupassant's heroine is 
subjected, is due to that very ignorance of all the realities of 
married life in which our girls are brought up, and whiAi you con¬ 
sider so immoral. This being the case, what right have you to 
object to a book w'hich removes that sort of ignorance that toms 
a woman into a victim, and often into a morally degraded victim ? ” 

" My dear Monsieur Marcel,” said Mrs. Blake, " I quite see your 
argument. 1 do consider the system of education of your French 
girls as abominably immoral, since they are brought up in an 
ignorance which would never be tolerated in entering upon the most 
trifling contract, and which is downright sinful in entering upon the 
most terribly binding contract of all. But 1 say that a woman 
should get rid of such ignorance gradually, insensibly; in such a 
manner that she should possess the knowledge without, if I may say 
80 , its ever possessing her, coming upon her in a rush, filling her 
imagination and emotion, dragging her down by its weight; she 



m 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


ought certainly not to learn it from a book like thisj where the 
BuddcDj complete, loathsome revelation would be more degrading 
than the actual degradation in the reality, because addressed merely 
to the mind. Hence such a book is more than useless, it is absolutely 
harmful; a blow, a draught of filthy poison, to the ignorant woman 
who requires enlightenment; and as to the woman who is not 
ignorant, who understands such things* from experience or from the 
vicarious experience gleaned throughout years from others and from 
books, she cannot profit by being presented, in a concentrated, 
imaginative, emotional form, these facts which she has already 
learned without any such disgusting concentration of effect. Relieve 
me, respectable, Pharisaic mankind knows what it is about when it 
taboos such subjects from novels; it may not intellectually under¬ 
stand, but it instinctively guesses, the enervating effeet of doubling 
by the imagination things which exist but too plentifully in reality." 

" I perfectly agree with Mrs. Blake/' said Baldwin. “ We English 
are inclined to listen to no such pleas as might be presented for 
‘ Une Vie,* and to kick the man who writes a book like this down¬ 
stairs without more ado; but I regret that, while the instinct 
which should impel such summary treatment would be perfectly 
correct, it should with most of my country-pco])lc be a mere vague, 
confused instinct, so that they would be quite unable to answer 
(except by anotlicr kick) the arguments which moral men who write 
immoral books might urge in defence." 

But why should you wish to kick a man because he does not 
conceal the truth ? " argued Marccl. "AVliy. should that be a sin 
iu an artist which is a virtue in a man of science? Why should you 
fall foul of a book on account of the baseness of the world which it 
truthfully reflects ? Is not life largely compounded of filthiness and 
injustice ? is it not hopelessly confused and aimless ? Does life pre¬ 
sent us with a lesson, a moral tendency, a moral mood ? And if 
life does not, why should fiction ? ” 

“ Because,” answered Baldwin, " fiction is fiction. Because fic¬ 
tion can manipulate things as they arc not manipulated by reality ; 
because fiction addresses faculties which expect, require, a final sum¬ 
ming up, a moral, a lesson, a something which will be treasured 
up^ however unconsciously, as a generalization. Life does not appeal 
to us in the same way, at the same moment, iu the same moods, as 
does literature ; less so eveu than science appeals to us in the same 
way as art (and yet we should be shocked to hear from a |)oet what 
would not shock us from a doctor). We are conscious of life in the 
very act of living—that is to say, conscious of it in the somewhat 
confused way iu which we arc conscious of things going on outside us 
while other things are going on inside us; conscious by fits and 
starts, with mind and feelings, not tense, but slack; with attention 
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coDstantly diverted elsewhere; conscious, as it were, on a full 
stomach. The things which m washed on to our consciousness, 
floating on the stream, by the one wave, are washed off again by 
another wave. It is quite otherwise with literature. We receive 
its impressions on what^ in the intellectual order, corresponds to an 
empty stomach. We are thinking and feeling about nothing else; 
we are tense, prepared for receiving and retaining impressions; the 
faculties concerned therein, and which arc continually going off to 
sleep in reality, are broad awake, on the alert. We are, however 
unconsciously, prepared to learn a lesson, to be put into a mood, and 
that lesson learnt will become, remember, a portion of the principles 
by which wc steer our life, that induced mood will become a mood 
more easily induced among those in which we shall really have to 
act. Hence wc have no right to present to the intellect, which 
by its nature expects essences, types, lessons, generalizations—we 
have no right to present to the intellect exceptional things which 
it graves into itself, a casual bit of unarrauged, unstudied reality, 
which is not any of these things; which is only reality, and which 
ought to have reality’s destructibility and fleetingness; a thing which 
the intellect, the imagination, the imaginative emotions, accept, as 
they must accept all things belonging to their domain, as the essen¬ 
tial, the’selected, the thing to he preserved and revived. Hence, 
also, the immorality, to me, of presenting a piece of mere beastly 
reality as so much fletion, without demonstrating the proposition 
which it goes to prove or suggesting the reprobation which it ought 
to provoke. Still greater, therefore, is the immorality of giving this 
special value, this durability, this property of haunting the imagina¬ 
tion, of determining the judgment, this essentially intellectual (whether 
imaginative or emotional) weight to things which, in reality, take 
place below the sphere of the intellect and the intellectual emotions, 
as, for instance, a man like Rabelais gives an intellectual value, 
which means obscenity, to acts which in the reality do not tarnish 
the mind, simply because they don’t come in contact with it. In 
fact, my views may be summed up in one sentence, which is this: 
Commit to the intellect, which is that which registers, rc-arranges, 
and develops, only such things as wc may profit by having registered, 
xe-arrauged, and developed.” 

Dorothy had entered the room, and presently she and Marcel 
were strolling out on the lawn, leaving Mrs. Blake and Baldwin to 
continue their discussion. 

"What is the use of talking about such things with a Frenchman?” 
exclaimed Mrs. Blake. " I could scarcely refrain from laughing when I 
saw you gravely arguing about morality and immorality in novels with 
that young man, who would give one of his fingers to have written 
* Une Vie'; and who, after talking pessimistic idealism with Dorothy, 
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and going on by the hour about the exotic franknesi^ and purity, and 
mixture of knowledge and innocence of English girls, probably shuts 
himself up in his room to write a novel the eflect of which upon 
just such a girl he positively shrinks from thinking of, as the morbid, 
puling creature said about * Une Vie/ Do you remember the 
preface to tlie ' Nouvelle Heloise' ? Kousseau declaring that if any. 
modest girl read the book he had just written, she would be lost? 
That is how all the French arc: they can neither understand that 
their books arc sickening, nor that a decently constituted human 
being can recover after five minutes from the feeling of sickness 
which they inspire. It is impossible to argue with them on the 
subject/' 

“ It is very difficult to argue with them on the subject," answered 
Baldwin, “but not so much for the reasons you allege. The 
difficulty which I experience in attacking the French novel to a 
Frenchman is, that I cannot honestly attack it in the name of the 
English novel; the paralyzing difficulty of being between two hostile 
parties which are both in the wrong. The French novel, by its 
particular system of selection and treatment of subject, by choosing 
the nasty sides of things and investing them with an artificial intel¬ 
lectual and emotional value, falsifies our views of life and enervates 
our character; the EuglisU novel, on the other hand, falsifies our 
views of life and enervates our character in a different way, by 
deliberately refusing to admit that things can have certain nasty 
sides, and by making us draw conclusions and pass judgments upon 
the supposition that no such nasty factors really enter into the 
arrangement of things. A girl, for instance, who has read only 
English novels has not merely got a most ridiculously partial idea 
of life, an idea which can be only of the most partial practical utility, 
but she has, moreover, from the fact of the disproportion between the 
immense amount of talk on some subjects and the absolute silence 
on others, acquired an actually false idea of life, which may become 
actually practically mischievous. I have taken the example of a 
girl, becatise men get to know but too easily the ugly sidp of things 
and of themselves; and it has always struck me that there is some¬ 
thing absolutely piteous, and which should make an honest man 
feel quite guilty, in the fact of girls being fed exclusively upon a kind 
of literature which conduces to their taking the most important 
steps, nay, what is almost worse, which conduces to thdr forming 
the most important ideals and judgments and rules of conduct, in. 
ignorance of the realities of life, or rather in a deluded condition 
about them." 

-Mrs. Blake looked at Baldwin with an air of whimsical com¬ 
passion. “ My dear friend," she said, “ I am an old woman and an 
old novelist. When 1 was young I thought as you do, for, permit 
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me to say, all that array of scientific argument seems to tend to 
prolonging people^s youth most marvellously in some respects.- You 
say that it is unjust that women should he permitted to form 
ideals and rules of conduct^ that they should be allowed to make 
decisions, while labouring under partial and erroneous views of life. 
Is that not exactly what Marcel answered when you «called ' Une 
Vie^ a filthy book? What docs that book do, if it does not 
enlighten the ignorance of which you complain ? ” 

Baldwin shook his head. '' You misunderstand me. I said to 
you just now that the English novel is pernicious liccausc it permits 
people, or rather let us say women (for the ethics of novels are, after 
all, framed entirely for the benefit or detriment of women), to live on 
iu the midst of a partial, and therefore falsified, notion of life. That 
has nothing to do with my strictures on ‘ Une Vic * or upon 
any other French novel whatsoever. I objected, in answer to Marcel, 
that a book like MaupassaiiVs gave a false impression of life, because 
it presented as a literary work—that is to say, as something which we 
instinctively accept as a generalization, as a lesson—what is in truth 
a mere accidental, exceptional heaping up of revolting facts, as little 
iihe a generalization of life as a humpbacked dwarf is like a figure 
iu a book of artistic anatomy; and I objected to it still more because, 
like nine out of ten French novels, it dragged the imagination over 
physical details with which the imagination has no legitimate connec-* 
tion, which can only enervate, soil, and corrupt it; because, as I said, 
it gave an intellectual value to facts with which the intellect cannot 
deal with the very smallest profit in the world. I said just now 
that, in attacking the French novel, I felt the disadvantage of not 
being able to do so in the name of the English novel; at present the 
case is exactly reversed : I feel tiic difficulty of attacking the restric¬ 
tions of the English novel, because the excesses of the French novel 
are staring me in the face. I assure you that one pays a price for 
the satisfaction of remaining independent between two rival systems 
of novel-writing, as one does for remaining independent between two 
rival political or religious parties: the price of being continually 
isolated and continually in antagonism; dragged, or rather pushed 
away, firom side to side, sickened, insulted in one’s o^vn mind, told 
by oneself that one is narrow-minded and immoral by turns. 1 know 
that, if 1 wrote a novel, it would be laughed at as stuff for school¬ 
girls by my French and Italian friends, and howled down as unfit 
for family reading by my own country-people,” 

" Very likely,” answered Mirs. Blake, “ and it would serve you 
right for not having the courage to decide boldly between the timi^ty 
of the English and the shamelessness of the French." 

” I do decide. I decide boldly that both are in the wrong. I 
cannot admit that a man should give his adherence to either party if 
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be tbink each represents an excess. At that rate, it would be impos¬ 
sible ever to form a tLird party ia whom justice should reside, and 
things would always go on swinging from one absurdity or one evil 
to the other, 1 see that you consider me already as a partisan of 
the French novel. Permit, me to say that I would rather that the 
English no^l were reduced to the condition of Sunday reading for 
girls of twelve than that such a novel as Maupassant’s *Une Vie' or 
Gautier's ' Mademoiselle de Maupiu' should be written in this 
country. I tell you frankly that I can scarcely think of a dozen 
modem French novels in which 1 should not like to cut out whole 
passages, sometimes whole chapters, from Palzac to Daudet. Let me 
explain myself, and recapitulate what I consider the sins of the modern 
French novel. One of these, fortunately rare, but gaining ground 
every day, can be dismissed at once: I mean the allusion to par¬ 
ticular kinds of evil which arc so exceptional and abnormal that any 
practical advantage derivable from knowledge of them must inevi¬ 
tably be utterly outMcighed by the disadvantage of iutroducing into 
the mind vague and diseased suspicions. The other principal sins of 
modern French novelists are, to my mind, first: the presentation of 
remarkable evil w'ithout any comment on the part of the author, 
or witliout any presentation of remarkable good to counterbalance, 
by its moral and jcsthctical stimulus, the enervating effect of familiarity 
•with evil. The sight of evil is not merely necessary, if evil is to 
diminish; it is wholesome, if it awakens indignation : it is good for 
us to maintain our power of taking exception, of protesting, of 
hating; it is good for us, in moral matters, to have the instinct of 
bkttlc. But this becomes impossible if evil is represented as the sole 
occupant of this earth: in that case we no longer have any one to 
fight for, and we run the risk of forgetting how to fight for ourselves. 
So mucli for the demoralizing effect of the pessimistic misrepresenta¬ 
tion, or at all events the representation of an unfairly selected speci¬ 
men of life. It distinctly diminishes our energies for good. The 
other, and I decidedly think even worse, great sin of French novelists 
is their habit of describing the physical sides of love^ or of what 
people call love, whether it be socially legitimate or socially illegiti¬ 
mate. Such descriptions arc absolutely unnecessary for the psycho¬ 
logical completeness of their work, since, as I said to Marcel, they 
drag the mind and the intellectual emotions into regions below their 
cognizance, and cram them with impressions which they cau never 
digest, which remain as a mere foul nuisance; besides, by stimulating 
instincts which require not stimulation, but repression, they entirely 
betray the mission of all intellectual work, which is to develop 
tlie higher sides of our nature at the expense of the lower. There 
is not a single description of this kind which might not most advan¬ 
tageously ba struck out, and I could have gone on my knees to 
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Flaubert to supplicate him to suppress whole passages and pages of 
' Madame Bovary/ which I consider a most moral and useful novel. 
1 don’t think you yourself would be more rigorous in dealing with 
the French novel.” 

Mrs. Blake looked puzzled. '' I confess I can’t well conceive 
‘ Madame Bovary ’ with those parts left out,” she said/ ” nor do I 
clearly understand, since you are so uncompromising with the 
French novel, why in the world you cannot rest satisfied with the'Eng- 
lish one. You seem to me to be merely removing its limits in order 
to fence the French uovel round with them. What do you want ? ” 

" I want absolute liberty of selection and treatment of subjects to 
the exclusion of all abuormal suggestion, of all prurient description, 
and of all pessimistic misrepresentation. I want the English novelist 
to have the right of treating the social and moral sides of all rela¬ 
tions in life, as distinguished from treating their physical sides. I 
want him to deal with all the situations iu which a normal human 
soul, as distinguished from a human body, can find itself. I want, 
in short, that the man or woman who purports to show us life in a 
manner far more minute and far more realistic than the pool, should 
receive the same degree of liberty of action as the poet.” 

” As Swinburne in the first series of ' Poems and Ballads ’ ? ” asked 
Mrs. Blake, with a sneer. 

Baldwin looked quite angry. " If people arc irrational, is that my 
fault ? ” he exclaimed. " You know perfectly well tliat if I condemn 
Maupassant, and Daudet, and Zola, I, condemn Swinburne, in the 
poems you allude to, a hundred times worse, because he has no pos¬ 
sible moral intention to plead, because his abominations arc purely 
artistic. The liberty which I ask for the English novelist is the 
liberty which is given to a poet like Browning, or Browning's wife— 
the liberty in the choice of subject which wc would none of us deny 
to Shakespeare. Does the English public disapprove of ' The Bing 
and the Book,’ of ‘ Aurora Leigh/ of the plot of * Othello ' or of 
‘ Measure for Measure' ? Well, ask yourself what the English 
public would say of a novelist who should treat ' Othello ’ or 
‘ Measure for Measure,’ who should venture upon writing ' Aurora 
Leigh ’ or ' The King and the Book,* in prose. Let us look 
a moment at this last.' You will not, I suppose, deny that it is 
one of the most magnificent and noble works of our day; to my 
mind, with the exception perhaps of the ‘ Mis^rables,’ by far the 
most magnificent and the most noble. Now the plot of ' The Ring 
and the Book ’ is one which no English novelist would dare to 
handle; Mudie would simply refuse to circulate a novel the immense 
bulk of which consisted in the question, discussed and rediscussed by 
half-a-dozen persons: Has there been adultery between Fompilia and 
Caponsacchi ? Has Guido Franceschini tried to push bju wife into 
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dishonour, or has he been dishonoured hy his wife? Ask yourself 
what would have been the fate of this book had it been written by 
an unknown man in prose. Every newspaper critic would have 
shrieked that the situation was intolerable, and that the mind of the 
reader had been dragged through an amount of evil suggestion 
which no height of sanetity in Fompilia or Caponsacclii could 
possibly compensate. I foresee your answer: you arc going to 
rejoin that poetry addresses a select, a higher, more moral, more 
mature public than docs the novel; that the poet, therefore, may 
say a great deal where the novelist must hold his tongue. Is it not 
so ? Well, to this I can only answer (forgive me, for yon arc a 
novelist yourself) that I would rather never put pen to paper than be 
n novelist upon such terms. What, is a man or woman who feels and 
uudcretaiuls and represents, as strongly and keenly and clearly as any 
poet, to be tlirust into an inferior category merely because he or she 
happens to w'ritc in prose instead of writing in verse ? Is the novel, 
the one great literary form produced by our age, as the drama and 
the epic were produced by other ages, to appeal to a public of which 
we are to take for granted that it is so iufiiiitely less mature, so infi¬ 
nitely less iutclligont, and less clcaii-mindcd than the public of the 
poet? A public of ball-grown boys or girls, too silly to understand 
the bearings of things; a public of depraved men and women, in 
whom every suggestion of evil will awake, not invigorating indigna¬ 
tion, but a mere disgusting and dangerous response ? Tell me: is 
the novelist to confess that he addresses a public too foolish and too 
base to be addressed plainly ?'' 

Mrs. Blake did not answer for a minute. In her youth, while shtf 
had still believed in the nobility of mankind, she had written a 
novel which had been violently attacked as immoral; and ever since, 
in proportion as lier opinion of men and women had become worse 
and worse, she bad carefully avoided what she called sailing too 
near the wind; ” a woman, the morality, as people called it, of whose 
books was due to deep moral scepticism, in the same way that the 
decorum, the safety, of certain great cities is due *p the State's 
acquiescence in the existence of shameful classes. 

"ThaFs all very fine," she answered, "in theory; but look at the 
practical result of letting novelists treat certain subjects in a pure- . 
minded way; you Lave it in France. In order to prevent people 
getting to the thin ice, we must forbid their going on to the pond; 
we must fence it round and write up 'No trespassing allowed.* 
Believe me, were the English novelist permitted to write a ' Ring 
and the Book* or an 'Aurora Leigh* in prose, he would have 
written' Une Vie * or ' Nana' before the year was out." 

Baldwin shook his head. " You are entirely mistaken,** he said; 
"these novels are, could not be, the result of greater liberty 
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being given to the English novels for they are not the result of 
the liberty given to the French novelist. They are the result 
simply of the demoralization of France, and of all nations in¬ 
fluenced by France, in certain matters; a demoralization due 
partly, perhaps, to a habit engrained in the race; partly, most 
certainly, to the abominable system of foreign female education 
and of foreign marriage; due, in short, to the fact of French 
civilization (and under the head of French I include Italian, Spanish, 
and Russian) being to a much greater extent a masculine civilization, 
made by meu for men, and therefore without the element of chastity 
which women have elaborated throughout the centuries, and wliich 
only women can diffuse. The French may not be more licentious 
than the English; but they arc less ashamed of licentiousness, or, 
rather, not ashamed of it at all; and when I say the French I mean 
the Latiu peoples and the Russians and Poles as well. If you had 
lived abroad as much as I have, you would know that tlic incidents 
which revolt us most in French novels are the incidents which 
arc taken as matter of course in French-speaking countries, that 
the allusions and discussions which seem to us most intolerable 
are made freely wherever, out of the presence of unmarried women, 
French or Italian is spoken. No thoroughbred Englisli persmi—at 
least, no thoroughbred Englishwoman—can liavc a conception of the 
perfect simplicity, the innocence of heart I might almost say, with 
which French and Italian and Russian women, absolutely virtuous in 
their conduct and even theoretically opposed to vice, bandy about 
suggestions, suspicions, accusations, which would make au English¬ 
man's hair stand on end. There is, in what I may call the French 
world, a positive habit of putting nasty constructions upon things, 
which is as striking in its way as our English habit of always pre¬ 
tending that such a thing as vice cannot exist among our rcspecta])le 
neighbours, a perfect Philistinism—or even Pharisaism—of evil, as 
conventional as our Philistinism of good. The immorality of the 
French novel is simply the immorality of French society." 

" And you think," asked Mrs. Blake, sceptically, that English 
society is not suflicicntly immoral to produce, if allowed to do so, a 
French novel ? My poor Baldwin! " 

“ I think so, most certainly. And I think that if English society 
were sufficiently immoral to produce a French novel, the sooner it 
did so the better; for in that case our Englisli novel would be 
almost the worst sign of our weakness and depravity—a white leprosy 
of hypocrisy and cowardice. If England were sufficiently immoral 
to produce a French novel, and restrained doing merely by 

conventional reasons, why the whole of our nation would simply 
be no better than a convent-bred young French girl of whom I 
heard lately, who was not permitted to go to a ball for fear of meet- 
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ing young men, and who slipped out every night her mother was at 
a party, and took a solitary walk on the boulevards/^ 

Speaking of girls, there is your cousin walking along the 
road with Marcel,” interrupted Mrs. Blake. " I think, considering 
the sort of young ladies to whom, according to his novels, he is 
accustomed, it would be as w'ell that we should accompajiy these repre- 
scutatives of a moral and an immoral civilization on their walk.” 

Baldwin laughed. You are more French than Marcel himself! ” 
he exclaimed. 

Baldwin and Mrs. Blake had soon overtaken the two young people 
on the road which, leading to a patch of moor that had got enclosed 
among the pasture land, wound along the round hills, covered with 
grass and com and park laud, above the big manufacturiug city, 
which lay, wrapped in grey fog, with its hundreds of chimneys 
smoking away, invisible in the valley. The morning was fine; one 
appeared to be walking in the sunshine, feeling it on one’s back and 
accompanied by one’s shadow; but this sunlit patch extended only a 
few paces around one, and moved on as one moved, leaving all the 
rqst of the earth veiled in a dense and not at all luminous mist of 
blackish grey—of the grey in which there is no blue at all, but 
which.seems like a mere dilution of black; the grey of coal-smoke, 
heavy all round, but perceptibly thickening and gaining blackness 
in one spot, where the hidden chimneys of the black city slowly 
poured their blackish-grey smoke-wreaths into the blackish-grey sky. 

" Oh, how can you write about such women,” Dorothy was saying 
to Marcel, " and write about them so quietly—look at them and 
paiot them as if they were merely a curious cfl'ect of light, merely a 
strange sky like this one?” 

“ What else are they ? ” answered Marcel. " I mean, what else 
can they be to an artist or a psychologist ? We cannot destroy such 
women because there are other women, like you, Miss Dorothy, who 
are all that they are not, any more than we can forbid this smoke, 
this fog, to exist because there are mornings full of light, and breeze, 
and freshness. We cannot prevent their .existing, and cannot hide 
from ourselves that as this fog, this smoke, has beauties strange and 
eerie, which make it valuable to a painter; so also such women, weak, 
perverse, heartless, destructive, have a value, a strange unhealthy 
charm for the imagination.” 

There was a brief silence ,* then Baldwin and Mrs. Blake heard 
Dorothy’s voice, earnest and agitated, answering the languid voice of 
Marcel, as they walked on enveloped in the mist. 

” No, no,” she said j " you think that, because you have never felt 
vrilat those women are, because it has never come home to you.” 

Marcel sighed. ” I fear it has come home to me but too much, 
Miss Dorothy,” he answered. 
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''That is not what I mean. You may'^ hare known women 
like that—I dare say you have—and still not hare known all that 
their wickedness means. If you had you could not talk like 
that about skies and light and mist. I hare known such a 
woman, known the full meaning of such a woman. I can't very 
well explain ; roy ideas are rather confused, you know; but 
I understand that I understood that woman's real meaning. I 
had a friend once; she was beautiful, and young, and noble, and 
she was dying; and her husband, instead of caring for her, cared 
for a woman such as you describe in your novel; the two betrayed 
and outraged her, and made her last years bitterness and ignominy. 
She is dead now, I am thankful. Lost year I went to the play in 
Paris. They were giving one of those horrible, vulgar vaudevilles, 
full of half-dressed people, aud horrid, hideous songs and jokes; it 
all about a burlesque actress, a sort of apotheosis of her. There 
were lots of people in the theatre; and some one pointed out to me, 
in one of the boxes, the woman who had made my friend so ut\happy. 
She was what people call a lady, quite young, beautifully dressed, 
with a beautiful, delicate face, and she was laughing and blushing a 
great deal behind her fan, and looking very happy. It was the first 
time that I had ever seen her, and 1 never expected to see her there. 
I could not'take my eyes off her. I can’t tell you how I felt: as if 
a precipice had suddenly opened before me. I shall never forget it. 
She seemed somehow to be the concentration of what was going on. 
on the stage; the play seemed to be about her, the songs about her. 
She seemed to be framed, as it were, beautiful and delicate though 
she was, in all that indecency and vulgarity, those hideous gestures, 
that frightful music, those disgusting jokes. Aud the play seemed 
to become terrible, tragic, as if some one were being killed some¬ 
where. I don't know how to explain it. But ever since that 
evening I have understood what a bad woman is." 

Dorothy’s voice died away, hot and hoarse. 

“ Did you hear ? " Baldwin whispered to Mrs. Blake. " Well; 
what my cousin has just been saying is a thing which an English 
novelist would not be allowed to say; he would not be allowed to 
show.us the bad woman in her box; and he would not be allowed, 
therefore, to show us what was passing in that girl's heart, all the 
rebellion of outraged love and respect, all that great and holy indig¬ 
nation. And yet, to have seen the contents of Dorothy's heart at 
that moment, braces our soul, does us more moral good than the 
sight of all the bad women in Christendom could do us harm; for it 
means that we have stood for a moment in the presence of the Lord, 
of the true God, whose name is Love and Indignation." 

Vernon Lex. 
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rpIIK rural constitution of Prussia, excepting the Khine province, 
JL was based, down to quite recent times, upon a system of manors 
and manorial jurisdictions, which stood out in marked contrast with 
that free constitution which the municipal boroughs had obtained 
during the !Mi<hlIc Ages, and which, after a decadence of several 
centuries, was revived in a modern form in the Municipal Corpora¬ 
tions Act of Freiherr von Stein in 1808 (sec Contemporary'Beview, 
December, 188 1 , No. 3). 

It is very remarkable that, whereas this system of manors had 
manifestly begun to decay in England by the end of the Middle 
Ages, it should since the fifteenth century in Germany show a rising 
tendency. The reasons for this development arc to be found in 
the financial conditions that then prevailed, and also in the fact 
that the German Emperor had already lost his executive rights, 
while the higher functions of monarchy were as yet left unfulfilled 
by the princes in the several States. 

The Electors of Brandenburg, as comites of' the Empire, 
were the hereditary judges of the lands and lives of their subjects; 
at the same time they were bound by the laws of the Empire to 
administer justice secundum. legem terrac,^' to appoint judges 
(Schoffen) according to the principle of a judicium parium, and 
to meet all expenses out of their domain lands. The mainte¬ 
nance of the courts, the fees of the judges^ the execution of the 
sentences passed, and the preservation of peace connected ifith the 
^administration of justice, all contributed to form the heaviest and 
most lasting burden of the sovereign’s exchequer. Besides this, 
as patrons of numerous country churches, they had to defray & 
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considerable part of the expenses arising from the building of churches^ 
and the maintenance of the cfergy. Hence an extreme readiness to 
free themselves from their burdens by enfeoffing the holders of 
knights* fiefs^ and the larger freeholders in the village community^ 
with judiciary powers and church patronage; and these latter were 
as ready to receive as their lords to give. For since the fifteenth 
century the country squires were gradually accustoming themselves 
to cultivate their own properties, and it was now. evidently in 
their own interest to acquire the judiciary and police powerw over 
their peasant neighbours and labourers, whence from this time 
onwards the extremely numerous enfeoffments witli local courts. 
And so too the territorial princes followed a similar system with 
respect to the gi’cat domain lands—that is to say, each domain 
was administered by a steward or farmer, with judiciary and police 
powers over all village communities in which there was no squire 
already possessing these powers. 

Upoii this basis there arose about this time in the larger 
principalities the Landstande —the three estates of the land— 
consisting of prelates, manorial lords, and mayors of boroughs. 
Since hefs were inalienable in Germany, there has arisen from these 
.manorial squires an hereditary lesser nobility. And so too from 
the select burgesses of the towns, greedy after a similar 
exclusiveness, there arose gradually a privileged body of citizens. 
Noblemen^ burgesses, and peasants arc from henceforth the three 
“ status civilcs'' of German society ; and for these Parliaments the 
smaller freeholders and the lower portions of the urban population 
. were excluded from the very first. Now, through their ever- 
increasing financial difficulties, the princes were forced into a 
helpless dependence upon the estates, and these latter enabled 
to extort from them the confirmation and extension of their privi¬ 
leges and liberties, especially exemption from taxes. When magisterial 
powers are thus exercised in a smalt sphere they lead to the oppres¬ 
sion of the weaker classes. The judicial power, which invests the 
lord of the manor with the right of confirming all sales, wills, 
marriage settlements, &c., leads to the depression of the freehold 
peasantry, and to their gradual assimilation to the copyholdem. The 
police power biuds the peasantry and labouring classes to the soil, for 
no^ one can enter on the manor* or leave the same without the 
consent of the lord. Through this same police power what was 
originally a free contract for service on the part of the peasant 
or labourer was changed into an hereditary soccage service. And 
thus there arose a state of villeinage, which was very nearly the same 
for freemen and bondsmen, for freeholders and copyholders. Then 
came the confused times of the Thirty Years* War, and the old 
distinctions, which were before faint, now disappeared completely, so 
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ns to be no longer recognizable. In the rural population there were 
now only the two classes of lords and villeins, and by the side of 
those the clergy; the other learned professions and the Govern¬ 
ment officials i)re8erved their personal liberty merely as “exempt 
persons” (Eximirte), 

It was dnring the age of the Keformation that the Kstates of the 

land attained their highest perfection in Germany. In the Thirty 

Years^ War they reachcfl their turning-point. ]?rom that time 

onwards the narrow base of their constitution reveals itself in the 

exclusiveness with which they only combine to preserve their own 

common privileges, while they cast the burdens of government upon 

1 ho weaker classes. But, at the same time, the unspeakable misery, 

degradation, and poverty which this war bequeathed as its legacy, 

recalled the great dynasties of Germany to a fuller recognition of 

their duties as mouarchs. The Great Elector recovered for the State 

\ 

its legal and necessary powers, by appointing numerous State Commis¬ 
sioners, primarily for the purpose of levying the perpetual taxes from 
boroughs and peasants which the maintenance of a standing army ren¬ 
dered requisite. The principal commissioner for the c.o\xxiiy (Kreiskrkgs- 
commissar) received after 1701 the title of Landrathj and became from 
that time onward the chief intermediary between the central govern- • 
ment and the manors. In the instructions given to these officials 
we find that the " protection of the subject ” is made their first and 
chiofest duty. From this time onwards, the Boyal power prevented all 
arbitrary ejection of the peasant from his holding, and forbade the 
appropriation of his lands by the squire; corporal chastisement was 
])rohibited, aud the squire was bound to support his tenants in old age, 
poverty, or distress, and to provide for the necessary education, of 
their children; all who had served in the army weyc freed from 
personal villeinage, and the peasant's right of property in the domain 
manors was ratified and confirmed. In order to carry out these prin¬ 
ciples of reform, the Great Elector invested a large body of officials 
(the Geheime Staatsrath) with powers similar to those which the 
Privy Council obtained in the epoch of thd Tudors. Upder Frederick 
William I. the great provincial courts {Kriegs- und Domdnen- 
kammem) are established as a connecting link between the Privy 
C'ouncil and the county commissioner [Landrath), For nearly one 
hundred years the government ntachinery of absolute monarchy thus 
set in motion sufficed to provide the enormous sums requisite for the 
maintenance of a large standing army* and at the same time to afford 
tlie weaker classes protection by an extensive right of complaint 
from the local authorities to the Landrath, then to provincial courts, 
'^iid finally to the Privy Council. Absolute monarchy thought that 
it had fulfilled its duty and had done enough when it had afforded 
this protection. Nay, the legislation of Frederick the Great even 
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confirmed the old privileges, and proclaimed tiie legal distinction of 

nobility, burgesses, and peasantry " as tbe general law of the land. 

Absolute monarchy, however, had as yet but partially realized the 
work that was set before it. Labour was still in a state of bondage 
everywhere. It is to this bondage of labour that we must trace the 
weakness of the Prussian State; it was the source <5f all the* depression 
of agriculture and trade, of the impoverisliment of all classes of 
society; it was the ultimate cause of the sudden fall of the monarchy 
of Frederick the Great before the superior force of tbe revivified 
society of France under its Emperor Napoleon llouaparte. 

Prussia had lost half its territory in 1807, but had fortunately 
retained the old German provinces, whose interests were closely 
bound up with those of the Ilohcnzollern dynasty. And now 
immediately after these disasters a new era begins with the legislation 
of Stein and Hardcnbcrg, Not only do they recognize that the foun¬ 
dation of national power lies in a free peasant proprietorship, and in 
free and unrestricted labour, but they carry out these principles in 
an exemplary manner. The absolute freehold was scefired to tbe 
peasant when he had made over one-third or qne-half to his landlord, 
and that according to the same principles under which, during the 
^liddle Ages, the knight had gained an hereditary right in his fief— 
that is to say, in return for military service; and had not the Prussian 
peasant been forced to serve in his country's armies for many ages, 
and to pay the taxes for the support of those armies instead of his 
landlord ? Nor was the peasant any longer bound to the soil. This 
condition, which had arisen through the police powers of the lord 
of the manor, was now summarily abolished. The soccage services 
were now redeemed; nor was great compensation paid, for such 
forced service was but of small value. By the side of the manor, 
with its demesne lands, manorial stewards, tenants, servants, 
and labourers, tiicre again appeared free village communities, and a 
labouring class that was at liberty to settle wheyever it wished. 

In order, however, to bring about these changes, and to realize 
this freedom of trade in town and country, it was necessary 
simultaneously to reform the administrative system, Stein and 
Hardenbcfcg now replaced the cumbersome Privy Council, which was 
altogether unsuited to the carrying out of great reforms, by a Cabinet 
of five principal Secretaries of State, appointed at pleasure. The 
place of the no less cumbersome old provincial courts {Kriegs~ md 
Domdnenkammem) was now supplied by newly organized courts 
{BezirksTeyiemnyen) with a well-planned subdivision of business. The 
Landrath appeared now as general commissioner for the county, not 
as formerly merely for the rural, but also for the urban districts, 
which again received by the Municipal Corporation Act of 1808 a 
system of municipal self-goverumeut. 
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All these measures of administrative and social reform in Prussia 
have acquired a well-deserved reputation, but they stopped at the 
reform of local govemmejit in the rural districts, Freiherr von Stein 
had declared in the plainest terms that the manorial jurisdiction 
and the manorial police were antiquated and censurable on many 
grounds, and shoultl therefore cease to exist; but he himseJf liad not 
proposed any measure of reform, and Prince Hardenbcrg never 
succeeded in devising any scheme that was at all acceptable. 

The fact is that the reform here met with a difficulty which 
usually escapes the notice of public opinion. The hidden rock 
on which these reforms then shattered was the unwillingness of 
the people to alter the customary distribution of taxes and 
burdens in the country. It is true that the manorial gentry had 
maintained their immunity from taxes and many other privileges 
long after the real justification for these immunities had disappeared. 
In the meautime, however, in consequence of the same manorial 
system, a new condition of things had grown up, wherebyr the 
burdens oJ**the community were much increased and laid upon the 
manors, so as to conapen'sate in some degree for those unjust 
^privileges. 

As church-patron, the lord of the manor had, as a rule, to defray 
a third part of the church building expenses, and to a large extent 
the ihaintcTiancc of the rectory and of the parson. 

He was bound also to meet tlie expenses of the manorial courts of 

justice: they were indeed very scantily endowed, but still for thousands 

of manor courts the sum total amounted to more than the expenses 

of the roval courts. 

* 

He defrayed also tlic expenses of the rural policcy which were 
likewise in their entirety too great for the State of that time to bear. 
As executive police official, the reeve of the township was subordinate 
to him, and in many thousand villages the laborious duties of this 
constable were attached to an hereditary holding. 

Lastly, in accordance with imperial and provincial legislation, the 
lord of the manor was charged with the support oO the poor, the 
maintenance of the highways, of the village school^ and some other 
parochial burdens. It is true that the new agrarian legislation 
had created free village egramunities, who paid, as far as their 
own territory extended, most of the taxes just mentioned; but the 
squire was still assessed as before in the more limited extent of his 
manor. After the remodelling of the State in 1815, we find about 
15,000 manors, as against 30,000 rural townships, and neither party 
was inclined to be charged with the other's contribution. 

This w'as the real reason why the progress of legislation was now 
checked in its course, and why the highly gifted Crown Prince, after¬ 
wards Frederick William IV., was able to carry out his own personal 
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ideas of reform. His ideals in Church and State were those of a 
bygone age. Far from accepting the new ideas of equality which 
the French Revolution had spread over Europe, the old distinction 
of rank and the maintenance of the manorial system appeared to 
him^ at this epoch of the Holy Alliance, fundamental elements of a 
Conservative policy. Not that he intended to cast thfi reforms of 
Stein and Hardenherg aside without any further consideration; on 
the contrary, he too would do his beat to make amends to the 
peasantry for the wrongs that had been done to them in past ages. 

In correspondence with these principles new constitutions of 
counties and provinces (AVm- und Provinzialordnungen) were promul¬ 
gated from to 1828, the immediate tendency of which was to 
maintain the three old estates of the realm with newly defined limits. 

To the provincial Estates there were elected regularly (each order 
having an equal number of votes): 1. Chosen representatives of the 
manorial gentry; that is to say, the.owners of all larger properties 
registered in the manorial roll, without distinction of birth; for 
inalienability no longer applied to these estates by common law; 
2. Representatives of the burgesses; in other words, of the 
owners of real property in the cities and of the urban trades and 
magistracy; 3. Representatives of the peasantry; that is, of thd 
holders of the smaller freeholds capable of furnishing a team. 

There was besides this a " First Estate ” of Lords, but only iu those 
provinces in which there were sufficient princes and counts of the old 
imperial nobility, and greater lords of similar rank. 

In the Estates of the counties {KremUindc), each lord of a manor 
was to liave one vote, each borough, as a rule, one vote (the larger as 
many as threc),but the third order, the peasantry, oniy three votes in all. 

It was nut long before the fundamental error of the system showed 
itself in its relation to a well-trained body of State officials already 
performing every administrative function of any consequence. It 
was a most incongruous sight to behold the noble lords and nui^erous 
respectable gentlemen of these Estates deliberating and passing 
decrees about the merest trifles. . In fact, in the ease of the county 
Estates, no subject of deliberation could at' first be found. When, 
however, it gradually occurred to these Estates to occupy them¬ 
selves with the construction of roads, the contracting of loans, 
and the levying of taxes, the liveliest jealousy broke out among the 
unequally represented orders. It was found that on such questions, 
affecting different interests, the manorial gentry were represented by 
more than 10,000 votes, the boroughs by 970, and the very nuxqerous 
peasantry by 975. And when, in 1847, Frederick William IV. 
assembled all the Estates of the provinces under ‘the name of a 
national Parliament {yereinigter Landtag)^ angry complaints burst 
forth from one end of the kingdom to the other, not only because 
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of the unequal representation and arbitrary separation of the tax- 
paying classes, hut also because of the scanty measure of parliamentary 
rights that was vouchsafed. One of the main causes of the calamity 
that overwhelmed Prussia in 1848 was that the time was over when the 
representation could be based upon different classes of real property. 

The new^ Constitution of January 31, 18o0, was the child of these 
stormy times. It established a Second Chamber, on the basis of a 
widely extended suffrage of all men of full age, and an Upper Uouse, half 
of which was named by the king, the other half elected by the higher 
classes of taxpayera (this Upper House was, however, soon superseded 
by the present House of Lords, whicii is appointed by the king). In 
harmony with this modern representative Constitution, the old Estates 
of the provinces and counties, and also the manors, were to disappear, 
and their place was to be taken by a uniform system of boards, 
elected by all ratepayers (Article 105 of the Constitution). In 
order to carry out these principles the " Communities, Counties, and 
Provinces Bill, 1850 ” (Gemeinde-, Kreis~ und Provinzialordnung), 
formed the subject of the most carefiil consideration on the part of 
both Chambers, and was promulgated as law accordingly. 

But the all-important point of the local taxes had again been 
forgotten. In the eastern rural districts the execution of this law 
was delayed by the opposition of those 15,000 manors and 30,000 
townships, which showed the greatest disinclination to be assessed with 
their neighours* taxes. Hence the comprehensive legislation of 1850 
was at hrst unconstitutionally suspended, and soon after formally 
revoked by a large majority of both Houses, and the system of 
manorial police andof the 'Hhree Estates” of the provinces and counties 
was again introduced, in spite of its being in marked opposition to 
many of the articles of the present Constitution. 

For half a generation from this period these organizations occupied 
the field of political controversy. The Liberal party maintained 
that those resuscitated Estates were opposed to the true spirit of the 
Constitution, and strove to obtain a uniform system of communal 
representation in accordance with the laws of 1850, jcoiresponding 
to the* English Local Boards ** of recent times. The efforts of 
the Conservatives were directed to the preservation of the Estates 
after the pattern of Frederick William IV., and after the new model 
of the Prussian House of Lords, reformed in 1854 on analogous 
principles. And so there arose an endless strife of parties, the point 
at issue being merely the right of suffrage and 4he patrmage in 
local government, in the midst of which the true aims and objects 
of self-government receded even more into the background. The 
constitutional Struggle which soon after broke out, in 1861, drove 
these questions still further out of view. 
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With the establishment of the North Gefman Confederation in 
1867 the time came to reconsider this difficult problem, ^he 
struggle about the Constitution had been brought to an honourable 
termination. Scarcely ever before had the monarchy been so power¬ 
ful, and scarcely ever had the feeling of confidence in a Cabinet in 
matters of reform been so great. What was wanted* was neither 
to create new class distinctions, nor to multiply the representation 
of the people through new local Parliaments; what the State really 
needed was a better organization of the exRCiUtve functions in'local 
government to carry out tlic atlministrativc law8 of the land. The in¬ 
terests of the Statedemanded the organization of a real self-government. 
Tlie State needed such a system for its police functions, for the levying 
of taxes and the raising of troops, and for other functions which 
could not adequately be performed by mere trained officials. Under 
the Statens fostering care the parochial mind had to come back from 
the idea of private interest to that of public duty. A counterpoise 
had to be found against the coufiicting interests and hostile religious 
creeds of modern society. And for this end the State required to 
accustom the difiereut classes of society to the personal performance 
of common public duties. It was only by such institutions that the 
electoral bodies could acquire that cohesion and public sp^irit upon 
which depends the vital strength of all parliamentary government. 

In the course of the year 1868 the leading statesman of Prussia 
determined to undertake the task in this spirit; and it will ever 
remain one of Prince Bismarck’s most imperishable services that, at 
the critical moment, he alone maintained these higher points of 
view in opposition not only to public opinion, but also to his col¬ 
leagues, and successfully caused them to prevail.^ 

As a preliminary measure to the legislation that was to follow, 
numerous and lengthy conferences were held between Graf Eulenberg, 
then Home Secretary, and representatives of both Houses of Parlia¬ 
ment. They resulted, it is true, in a very chaos of irreconcilable 
ideas, but led to the important acquisition of Graf Eulenberg, a 
statesman of genius, for the right direction of reform, the realiza¬ 
tion of which he carried through with 'considerable ability and 
untiring perseverance. In order to avoid the rocks on which all 
former^fibrts at reform during the last fifty years had wrecked, it was 
before all resolved : not to attempt the adjustment of local taxes, which 
was an impossibility for the next decade at any rate, considering the 
confused system, of local taxation in Prussia. The problem that 

* Count Bismarck, tbon President of tko Ministry, conferred with the author of this 
fts to the basis on which administrative reform might be bjiiit, and occasioned 
the aatlmr to write a memorial (for private circulation) which* he soon afterwards 
communicated to the ministerial departments a^ a general sketch of reform. The 
^ews which the author then held msy be gathered from the following work— 
R. Gneist’s “ Die preussistdie Kieisordnung,” 1870 . 
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demanded immediate solution was* the creation of a system of 
personal self-government, compared with which the financial adminis* 
tration of the property and taxes of the counties appeared as a 
secondary matter. Already in 1869 a Bill based on these prin¬ 
ciples was brought before the Lower House, but the considera¬ 
tion of its particular clauses was not proceeded with. In the course 
of this deliberation, however, an ever-increasing number of influen¬ 
tial members of botli parties was won over to the side of reform. 
After two repeated endeavours, the Bill was passed through both 
Houses, with numerous special amendments, and received the royal 
assent. It was promulgated as the Kreisordnuriy vom 13. Dezembef 
1872, and became law January 1, 1874, in the eastern provinces 
of the monarchy, excepting Posen, comprising an area of tnore than 
3,700 geographical square miles, The following is an outline 
of this comprehensive law, omitting the less essential parts and 
provisions:— 

L The place of the manorial Justice of the Peace is now occupied by 
Justicen by Royal Coimnumn {A7iUsvorsteher)y who fnuy be com¬ 
pared to the English Justices of the Peace. Por this purpose the 
territory to which it applies is parcelled out into 5,(>58 small divisions, 
containing, as a rule, several manors and townships, with an average 
population of 1,500 iiiliabitauts. For each divisiou, a Justice (Amts- 
vorntrher) and a deputy Justice are appointed in the king’s name 
by the President of the province, out of a list of names which the 
county financial board {Knistayy vide sub. 11.) ])roposes. Thus 
nominated, they are bound to hold these offices, as honorary offices, 
for six years, on j^ain of losing their communal suft'rugc, and ofhjiving 
their communal taxef*raised by ouc-eighth or one-fourth of the amount 
for which they arc assessed. This coercive system applies to all 
offices and representations under the new law, and everywhere the 
population has accustomed itself in a very sliort time to these com¬ 
pulsory duties. Before the Bill became law, there were the usual 
doubts as to the possibility of finding suitable persons. In 1875, 
soon after the law had been put into execution, roore>jtbau 5,000 
justices as well aa their deputies had presented themselves. Only 
in 311 divisions bad it been found necessary to appoint 183 stipen¬ 
diary magistrates in default of fitting pemous for the honorary posts, 
the expenses being defrayed by the division. 

The duties of an Amtsvarstehev are those cf a police magistrate. 
He issues orders against vagrants, and for the relief of the poor, 
orders of removal, and of removal of nuisances; he adjudicatea in dis¬ 
putes between masters and servants.; he supervises the execution of 
the building and sanitary Acts, game laws, alehouses, refreshment- 
rooms, the repair of highways, &c, &c. He has the power to en¬ 
force his orders by fine and imprisonment. He also issues warrauts 
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uf apprehensioa in ui^enfc cases; whereas the whole province of sum¬ 
mary convictions^ of examination and judgment in such matters 
is reserved for the courts of criminal justice, according to the German 
principle that the judiciary and executive powers shall be kept 
distinct. 

Furthermore, the Koyal Commissioner superintends the daily work 
of the executive police, and is authorized to coiTCct their measures. 
His executive official in ordinary is the reeve of the township (Schulze) 
with two assistants. More than 5,000 hereditary reeveships were 
abolished, as also the right of the Lord of the Manor to appoint 
the reeve. Tlie reeve, who is now elected by the village community, 
roust, Lowcvci, as police official have his election confirmed by the 
Royal Commissioner (Landrulh), As a petty magistrate he possesses 
the right of provisional arrest, with the power to enforce his orders 
by small fines. lie is indemnified for the expenses of his 
laborious office, and is looked upon as praepositus viltae^ so much 
so tliat even the 'richest of the free peasant proprietors arc candi¬ 
dates for the post. In the narrow confines of the mauor (as now 
separated from the village communities) the lord occupies the 
office of reeve by virtue of the law, together with all the duties 
and rights of the same. He may appoint a deputy reeve, but his ap¬ 
pointment must be ratified by the Landrath, 

In liis personal responsibility the Justice of the Peace (Amtevor- 
sieher) is not subordinate to the Landrath, but to a judicium parium, 
namely, the county committee {Krcisauschms^ infra sub IV.), with an 
appeal to the Supreme Court. In the ten years, however, during 
which the court has now been in existence, only o/ie case of dismissal 
for disgraceful conduct has occurred. • 

II. Anotlier new regulation is the representation of the taxpayers 
of the county by a Hnaucial board (Kreistat/), with powers of control 
over the financial administration of the county. As a rule, it is com¬ 
posed of from twenty-five to fifty members, according to the popula¬ 
tion of the county. These members arc divided among the boroughs 
and the county, according to the number of the inhabitants. Of the 
county members half represent the manoKs, half the village com¬ 
munities. 

The representatives of the boroughs arc chosen by the aldermen 
and common councillors; 4)ut they are not to form more than a third 
of the total number.* 

Half of the county members are chosen by the greater landed pro~ 
prictors —i.e., by the owners of estates paying more than 223 marks 
of land and house taxes, and besides tliis by the owners of mines and 

* Boroogbs whoso population exceeds 25,000 are considered as able to support the 
burdens of a county by themselves, are therefore uot iucluded in the county iu which 
they are situated, but form counties for themselves {Stadth'm9\ and administer the 
county business throngh their court of aldermen and common council. 
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industrial undertakings, who pay the highest class of trade taxes. 
Each proprietor has only one vote, and his power to vote by 
proxy is limited l)y law (women may be represented by their hus¬ 
bands, and the royal domains and corporations by their farmers or 
stewards). 

The members who are to represent the village communities are 
nominated in each division by a small electoral body, to which the 
townships delegate, as a rule, from one to four members through their 
vestry, and whose number is further swelled by the proprietors of 
the smaller manors paying less than 325 marks, land and house taxes, 
and by tlie owners of mines and industrial establishments who are 
rated in the second class of trade taxes.* 

The functions of the financial board are analogous to those of the 
common council in boroughs. It fixes the annual budget of the 
county administration, ratifies any extraordinary expenditure, audits 
the accounts of the administration, and discharges the accountants. 
It determines upon tlio distribution of burdens and the levying of 
county taxes within limits fixed by law ; it gives its consent to loans 
and to the organization of county ofTiccs. Subject to the approval 
of the king, it also draws up byc-laws for the county, i)ut their 
sphere of action is very limited. 

The board usually assembles twice a year, with tlie Landrath as 
chairman, to put motions to the vote, and prepare them for dis¬ 
cussion. These meetings are imhlic. More than half of the total 
number of members as fixed by law is necessary to form a quorum. 
If new burdens are to be imposed upon the county, a two-thirds 
majority is necessary. 

In order to maintain the legality of the resolutions, the Jjandrath 
is, as royal commissioner, invested with the power to suspend such 
as are unlawful or exceed the competency of the board, and to bring 
the question of law before the higher courts for decision. Besides 
this it is reserved to a higher autliority to authorize all sales 
of landed property, all loans, the contracting of new lasting 
burdens, the unequal distribution of the taxes among the ratepayers, 
as well as the levying of county taxes which stand ill a higher 
proportion than 50 percent, to the State taxes. The system of local 
taxation was in such an inextricable confusion that the law was 
compelled to settle the county rates after ^tbe pattern of the better 
regulated direct State taxes. The board has to vote the county rate 

* This distribution of votes was the result cf mutual concessions, and of deliberations 
in Parliament, which cxtcntled over several years. We may trace therein a certain 
tender consideration for the historical privileges of niauors, and for the large extent of 
this form of tenure in the Eastern Provinces, now fairly assessed to the full land tax 
ainc3 1861, and, at the eatne time, an endeavour to incite the landed gentry to 
persomd participation in their itonorary ofiices, by securing to them a preponderance of 
votes—au endeavour which has been realized to a most gratifying extent. 
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as aa additional tax proportionate to the land and house tax, and 
to the income and trade* tax. In consideration of the proportional 
height of the land tax, the board may reduce the latter by 60 per 
cent. 

But our communal legislation has not made such representative 
boards ‘^executive'' organs, aa ia the case in Kngland. As a rule, 
in all boroughs a corporate and responsible court of aldermen 
has been appointed by the side of the common council, ao that 
the necessary security for the steadiness and legality of the adminis¬ 
tration may be found in the corporation itself, and thus the super¬ 
vision df a central board and its inspectors and auditors is done 
away ivith! ('orresponding to this muuicipal system a standing 
executive committee has bccu formed out of the tinaiicial board, 
termed the county committee (Kreisausschusa). 

in. The Kreisausschussj as the executive committee of tlic*financial 
board of the county, consists of the Landrath, as royal commissioner, 
and six honorary members, elected by the board for six y^rs, one- 
third of the number going out every two years. Like the mayor 
in the boroughs, the Landrath conducts the committee’s business, 
summons its meetings, prepares the matter for discussion, represents 
the committee externally, and in urgent oases issues orders, subject 
to the committee’s ratiheation, three members fonning a quorum. 

The duties of the committee resemble those of the court, of 
aldermen in the boroughs, and include the financial administration 
of the county in conformity with the law and the decrees of the 
financial board, the appointment of clerks and of subordinate officials 
and the whole current business. For special branches of the ad¬ 
ministration, select committees may be appointed. 

The legality of the administration is secured by the rig^^t of the 
chairman to suspend all illegal decisions, and still more by the re¬ 
sponsibility of all members of the committee, not only before tbc 
civil and criminal courts, ]}ut also in accordance with the disciplinary 
laws to which all State officials arc subject. The auditing of 
accounts is conducted by the financial board, according to the 
principles of the State accounts ; in case of disputes the matter is 
brought before a superior court for decision. 

There is, therefore, no need of any Government inspectors or 
Government auditors, no need of a central board or of general orders 
to regulate tbc minute details of the administration of the poor, 
highways, sanitary matters, and schools. On the contrary, the 
administrative laws are couched in fairly general terms, and thus 
there is plenty of room in which the administration can move, not 
hampered by any ''tutelle administrative,” but animated rather by 
a spirit of perfect independence on the part of the honorary members. 
Guided by the professional advice of the Landrath^ theitfe latter 
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exercise an extremely effective control, and as men of an indepen¬ 
dent social position, they preserve that splf-dependeuce which is 
necessary to a real self-government. 

But this financial administration is but one of the committee's 
two functions. The other more important ^de concerns the magis- 
tratical self-ghvcrnment combined in the same persona. 

IV. The county committee serves, therefore, at the same time, as a 
court of administrative jurisdiction for the magistratical self-government 
of the county, and may be compared to the sessions of the Justices 
of the Peace in England. 

It resembles the special sessions, in that it grants licences for 
inns, bccr-housea and refreshment-rooms, for the retail trade in intoxi¬ 
cating liquors, and issues orders for the construction of highways, &c. 

It resembles the quarter-sessions, in that it gives judicial decisions 
upon complaints against the orders of the local magistrates {Amts- 
vorsteher) and mayors, in matters of police, poor law, highways, 
maintenance of schools, elections, town rates, &c., and issues licences 
for lunatic asylums and obnoxious establishments. 

As n judicium imrium it exercises a direct disciplinary power over 
the AmUvorsteher and, in extreme cases, even dismisses them. 

But in carrying out this system there resulted a more accurate 
separation of these matters into sessional orders {Beschluss-sachen) 
and judicial decisions (Streitsacheii). 

The sessional orders are decrees of the executive, which, however, 
on account of their importance, and to avoid all partiality, are not 
issued by the State official alone, but with the co-operation and consent 
of a majority of civil assessors; the sittings are held with closed doors. 

The judicial decisions include the complaints of an aggrieved party 
against an order in point of law. They are conducted as ordinary 
lawsuits,^nd arc pleaded in open court by the parties or their counsel, 
under the reservation of an appeal or writ of error to a higher court. 

The principle of uniting the magistratical and financial self-govern¬ 
ment in the same persons is thus consistently carried out in this 
committee. It forms in uno corpore: , 

A financial board for the administration of the property and rates 
of the county, for the levying and expending of the same as 
determined by law. 

A court for sessional orders, as a licensing board, &c. 

A court of administrative justice in matters of police, poor law, 
highways, primary schools, local sanitary orders, &c.* 

* Whou the question of the composition of this standing committee came to be 
discussed, a dithculty aroso through its double position m executivo board and as court 
of jjBtioo. The members of an administrative committee were to be olect^; the 
members of a court of justice, on the other hand, slioiild bo appointed by the Crown. 
Tlie author of this essay therefore proposed that one-half of the members ibonld bo 
clueted, the other half appointed; but this proposal was not favourably received either 
by Liberals or by Conservatives. The objections urged against a court of justice, the 
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It has proved itself capable of fiilfilling all these functions. The 
Landrath, a professional magistrate^ exercises the necessary control 
on the part of the central government. The presence of the six 
civil assessors assures a practical despatch of all measures free of 
red-tapeism. The social position of the honorary members secures 
their independence. And when these various parts grow accustomed 
to work together^ a good feeling of corporate fellowship is soon pro¬ 
duced. After a few years all parties concurred in recognizing the 
constitution of the committee as the most suitable that could be 
found, and no one any longer calls it in question. 

What was now required was to apply the system of the Kreistag 
and Kreisaussrhusa to the provinces in superior instance. 

y. The provincial boards and provincial courts have attained their 
final form by three laws of 1875, the most important of which would 
seem to be the Provinzialordnung of that date. Peculiar difficulties 
have beset this reform, in consequcuco of the dualism of " province'* 
and "district” (UeykrungHbezirk). 

Prussia was organized anew in 1815, and was divided into twenty- 
six districts, tlic chief administrative divisions of the country, corre¬ 
sponding to the French departments, placed under a president and a 
college of officials [Bezirksregierung), The higher division, on the 
other hand, was that into eight large provinces under a governor 
(Oberi)rdsident)f which corresponded in size to the smaller’German 
kingdoms, and formed in their main constitution historic unities. 
And hence they had long possessed certain common institutions, and 
funds, which did not easily admit of division. 

The financial administration of these higher unities could, therefore, 
only be attached to the provincial government, the magistratical self- 
government only to the Uegicrungsbezirkst to which the whole admin¬ 
istration of the State had been adapted since 181.5. 

The simplicity of the system of county administration, with its 
union of different functions in the same persons, was therefore 
exeludcd from the very first. 

1. For the financial administration of the provinces certain com¬ 
mon funds and establishments 'were found ready to hand. The 
Legislature now greatly increased these funds, by assigning to the 
provinces as a " dotation ” considerable State revenues (amounting 

majority of which ia elected, arc, it ia true, little felt in the old proviocea, as the 
members of the committee, who arc chosen for six years, have such heavy and 
retponaible duties that elForts are usually made to secure thoir re-election if they have 
proved themselves capable; and so the composition of the court remains nearly identical, 
and presumably the government would liave appointed the same persons as those who 
are now elected. The fundamental error of a syatem of elective courts of justice was, 
however, felt in Posen and the western })arts of the country, where violent national 
antipathies and religious differences disunite the ^leople. H ence scruples have hitiierto 
been entertained as to introducing the law into these parts. Perhaps in future 
Amendment Acts, it will yet be accepted that a part of the members should be 
appointed by the Ckown, with regard to their judicial decisions. 
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finally to more than thirty million marks yearly), in return for 
vhich the provinces were to undertake the construction and mainte¬ 
nance of turnpike roads^ and some other new duties. 

For these purposes it was in the first place necessary to elect a 
financial board [ProvinziaULandtag) to represent the ratepayers, 
which was, Imwever, chosen by the alrearly existing county financial 
boards, in order to avoid the multiplication of direct election. Each 
county board chooses at least two members, the larger more in pro¬ 
portion to their size, so that the assembly numbers a little less or 
more than one Imndred members. 

Amongst other matters which at present form part of the financial 
administration of the province may be mentioned the construction 
and maintenance of turnpike roads, together with subsidies for the 
repair of all highways, agricultural imi)rovements, the maintenance 
of workhouses and reformatories, of asylums for the insane, the deaf 
and dumb, and the blind, subsidies for charitable foundations, for the 
furtherance of public galleries, museums of art and science, and for 
similar purposes. 

The Provincial Landtag assembles at least once in every two years 
to determine upon the provincial budget, and the administrative 
regulations connected therewith, to organize various offices, and to 
elect to some of the higher, to publish provincial bye-laws, and 
to advise upon provincial Bills. But, instead of placing this 
financial board simply under the direction of the governor of the 
province, some reminiscences of the old legislative provincial assem¬ 
blies prevailed. In imitation of the elected Marshal of the old 
Landtagc the assembly chooses its own president, by the side of whom 
the governor has merely the functions of a State commissioner. 

In order now to ensure the necessary steadiness in the adminis¬ 
tration, a standing committee is formed here also, under the name 
of Provinzialausschuss, consisting of from seven to thirteen mem¬ 
bers elected by the Provincial Landtag. This committee in its 
turn chooses its chief executive official, the Landesdirektor, whose 
election must be confirmed by the king; but he is o'jly ex officio 
member of the committee, which then chooses its own chairman. 
These arrangements, which do not answer well for the purposes of an 
administrative body, were added as amendments to the original draft 
of the Government Bill by the Upper House. 

2. The magistratical self-government naturally attached itself to the 
existing Government colleges, now augmented Jjy» honorary civil 
assessors, as well for the sessional orders as for Ihe judicial decisions 
in higher instance. 

t’or the sessional orders a so-called Bezirksrath was .formed, 
composed of the president of the Regierw^sratht of a second higher 
executive official, and of three honorary members,) having the right 
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to vote, and elected by the provincial committee for a period of six 
years. As the scssioDEd orders belong to the functions of the execu¬ 
tive, the direction of the president as royal commissioner is in this 
part indispensable. The Bezirhrath constitutes the upper court for 
the sessional orders of the county committee {Kreiaauaschust), but 
exercises at the same time an original jurisdiction over the police 
administration in boroughs with more than 10,000 inhabitants. It 
is also the licensing board for theatres and dangerous establish¬ 
ments.* 

For the administrative jurisdiction, on the other hand, a separate 
court {Bezirksverwaltungsgerichi) was constituted, consisting of a 
perpetual chairman (as a substitute of the president), of a second 
Government ofTicial, usually one of the justices, and of three 
honorary civil assessors, possessing votes, and chosen by the 
provincial committee for a period of six years. The two Government 
oiBcials arc appointed for life, and are perfectly independent in their 
office. For the same reason' the law of 1875 did not make the 
president chairman of this court, because it is only the legality 
of an administrative act that here comes up for decision, and through 
his previous orders the president is scarcely unbiassed in such 
cases. 

An Amendment Act of quite recent date, 1882, has, however, 
thrust aside these legal scruples, and has united both courts (the 
Bezirksratk and the Bezirksvcrwaltungsgericht) into one, the 
Rezirksausschms, under the president as chairman in both matters.f 

Lastly, one final supplement to the provincial courts was rendered 
necessary, principally by the fact that, for boroughs with more than 
10000 inhabitants, the Bezirksausschuss exercised the original 
jurisdiction. A superior court was therefore still needed, and to 
place this in the central department was not thought advisable. 
For this and a few other provincial matters, bye-laws, &c., a ProvinziaU 
rath was further constituted. It consists of the governor of the 
province, of a second higher administrative official, and of five 

* From the very beginning the boroughs manifested, an inclination to emancipate 
themselves from the county union. In the old constitution of tlie Estates, they had 
fOTmed independent bodies by the side of the landed gentry, and were now afraid of 
being ovemued by a majority in the county union. After long and animated disoussion 
a compromise was effected, according to which boroughs with more than. 25,000 
inhabitants are to form counties for themselves, and the police administration of 
iMronehs with more than 10,000 inhabitants is to be subordinated, not to the I^^rath 
and the county committee, but to the President and the provincial oommittM 
{Bmrlur<uK). From this separatist tendency there have arisen oompUoations not in 
themselvee neccesary. 

t In the coarse of the parliamentary debates to which this Amendment Act gave rise, 
the Minister von i^ttkamer and the Conservative party criticized the complication of 
Government machinery in the provincee veiy sharply. But the principal cause of this 
complication is to be traced to we action of the Upper ^nse in sondering^contcaiy to 
all precedent—tile financial adminis tration (with its provincial committee and “ IkndeS’ 
diiektoT ’^) from the governor and the State administration. OcoasioD was, however, 
taken from these de^tM to reduce the Beforpi laws into two Consolidation Acte, 16^. ■ 
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honorary civil assessors^ chosen by the provincial committee, and 
gives the hnal decision in all matters that fall within its own 
sphere.* 

YI. Ttie carrying out of a systematic administrative jurndiction^ 
to which reference has already been made, as an integral part of the 
newly constituted self-government, and as a necessary complement 
of the constitutional government, formed an improvement of the 
highest importance. 

Under the absolute government of Prussia most comprehensive 
provisions were made for the protection of the subject by the law. 
According to common law every subject had an action for damages 
before the civil courts of law against every public official who had 
exceeded his powers, or was guilty of a wilful or careless mis¬ 
application of them. The criminal courts were to proceed ex officii 
against every public official who was guilty of a wilful abuse of 
power, and, according to Imperial and State legislation, they trere 
" to pay no attention to any rescripts or inhibitions of the court.” At 
the same time, of course, a wide sphere was left in the administra¬ 
tive laws for the free action of the officials, especially in matters 
of police and taxation. But even this sphere was covered by the 
comprehensive system of complaints^ which passed (on grounds of 
law as well as on those of equity) from the local magistrate to the 
Landrath, from the Landrath to the provincial administrative college, 
from this latter to the Privy Council, 

As in the superior courts of law, so in these colleges, there was a 
large body of men well versed in law, and in an independent position, 
through their appointment for life, and so they furnished nearly the 
same' guarantee as the regular courts of justice. Even after the 
abolition of the Privy Council by the reform of Stein and 
Hardenberg, the provincial colleges still remamed bound by law, 
and the oath taken on entering office, '* never to enact anything 
against the laws.” In the absolute state the influence of organized 
parties was on the whole as yet but little felt. 

But the introduction of the Constitution of January 31, 1850, 
changed all these circumstances. Following the pernicious ex¬ 
ample of Prance, the subject was then deprived of the protection 
afforded by the regular courts, inasmuch as all civil and criminal 

actions against officials were made to depend on the preliminary 

• 

* ^6 proviooial government ie certainly not free from onoiaialies. Aooordiag to the 
nrinoi^e of personal union,' the Provintialrath and the'U’rovinrtafattMeAvM mi^t 
nave oeen united, and the financial self-government wov^ have been thus bodi 
simplified and improved. In consequence, bowever, of the high social position of the 
persons in provincial offices, these deficiencies are but slightly noticeable. And so tho 
muf^evons tendency of the latest amendment to tho law, whioh^reatens to endanger 
the impirtiali^of the judicial decuions, is being silentiycorreetid by ^efrot, that the 
great nESjority of the Presidents leave the chair in these ca^es, out of a feeing of 
decency, which the French Prefects have long allow'ed to infiuen^ their action in the 
<Ws tU PrSfecturt* . > 
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decision of a central commission and of a director of prosecutions, 
who received his inatmctions fW>m l^e Ministers. Again/taking 
France as a pattern, the constitutional ajstem was, thenceforward, 
interpreted to mean that not only was the patronage of many 
thousand official positions, as well as the official discipline, to 
he used for the furtherance of the ruling party,, bift also that 
the countless arbitrary powers of the administration were to be 
turned to party and electoral purposed. - From 1850 to 1858 an 
administrative system developed itself, which made the confirmation 
of the municipal magistrates, the licences for wine and beer¬ 
houses, passports, building licences, and many others (sometimes 
even the assessment of taxes), to depend upon party interests, and 
it was just in the metropolis that this party government was most 
ostentatiously displayed. 

After such experiences, the opinion could not but gradually gain 
ground that the bureaucratic Prussian State was not calculated for 
the patronage of parties; that a condition of things could not 
possibly continue in which every Minister might finally interpret the 
laws of his own department; and that the professional bureaucracy 
was not strong enough to resist party influences in the State.* 

The old system of administrative complaints was evidently in need 
of reconstruction. The most suitable remedy was to All up the 
courts that decided these questions with persons in the independent 
position of judges, and to model their procedure after that of the 
regular' courts. A side of magistratical self-government was here 
brought to light which had scarcely ever been perceived = before. 
The honorary magistrates were invested with the independence of 
the judicial profession through their property, and all temptation, 
through the prospect of advancement or of favour, was kept at a 
distance. Without disturbing the hierarchy of offices, there has 
resulted the foilo.wing arrangement:— 

The complaint of any aggrieved party against the local authorities 
is not, as hitherto, brought up before the Landrath alone ; he is 
now to be assisted by six independent honorary members (lofeisaus- 
schuas), whose advice and consent are necessary. 

The further complaint is not, as hitherto, brought up before the 
President and a board of officials, but before the President (or his 

* A society which is in a transition state from an old to a new order of things shows, as 
a rale, but litfle respect for the laws. The questions of the legal organization of the 
adinitditratioii excite, therefore, bat little interest in public opinion or in the daily 
press. It was a long and stubborn contest which a little group of political men had to 
wage gainst the mdiffereuce and forgetfulness of public opinion, wd againrt the 
prejttdioes of professional lawyers, in order to introduce into the Prussian Constitution 
those legal controU which had been nearly altogether lost through a misapprehenshm 
of French oonstitntionaliim. It was only in the course of the Heform lesidatioa 
tiiat thi$ side of tiie question came to be understood, and to be seriously tauu into 
consideration by the leaders of Doth parties—Conserratives as well as Liberals. It is 
this part of the Ilefonn that has gained the most conitaut friends. 

F F 2 
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substitute ad hoc) and a quorum of honorary members in judicial 
ii^dependence (Bezirkitvmoaltungsgencht^ Bezirksattstchttss), 

llie final complaint as to disputed questions in law is not, as 
hitherto, brought up before the Secretary of State, into whose 
' department it falls, but before a court of error {OberverwaUungs- 
gericht)j at^present composed of thirteen justices in two divisions. 

This last reform is the same as that which was effected in England 
by the abolition of the Sta/Chamber through 16 Car. 1. c. 10, so that, 
instead of the jurisdiction of the Privy Council (cabinet), the writs 
of " certiorari," " mandamus," &c., now lie to a Supreme Court. 
There hence arose a hierarchy of courts of administrative juris¬ 


diction {yerwaHungsgerichte)t of three grades:— 

The Kreisausschms, with an original jurisdiction over the orders 
fines of the Amtsvorsteher and of the urban mayors. 

^auJ*^** (BezirksausschtLSs), as court of 

the above, and at the same time with an original 
appeal boroughs with more than 10,000 inhabitants, as 

iurisdiction ^vc^ county elections, county rates, and orders of 

well as in matter. „ , . , . . , 

the Landrath gericht, as the supreme court, with an original 

The ObervmvaltmXi*'^^’^’ provincial rates and elections 

jurisdiction in a few ^ 

-as court of appeal i^Co"^ “ 
than lOiOOO inhabitants— 

administration. ^ ‘^^ourts are just as independent of the 

The members of all these'.^r' and 

Ministry in power as those of th^ “ membem, 

Bezirhgerichfe are composed of : qualification; the 

completely independent through T 
judges of the Supreme Court have 

judges of the High Imperial Court of?; “““ 

of the Provincial Court are appointed fot 

to insure an impartial decision, both « W is taken m accordance 

attorneys are heard in openeonrt,andevCfr“ .,*”7 
with tih rules of the civil courts of law. T^ V^^mgsklye) 
thus corroborated is termed an action^at-M^}^ ^ i^l acts of the 
The administrative jurisdiction is exten^^^j^ party in uenc^s in a 
administration which are exposed to unfaw „ , i 

constitutional government—viz.: 

1, In consequence of a generalis clausula ^ 

magistracy implying a constraint of the person 
these cases an election is left to the aggrieved 
in an action (and a further appeal to a superio^S^®^' ® 

complaint (in equity) to the Landrath or Pres?^ 
final decision of the President a writ of error i 
Supreme Court. 
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2. Special remedies are provided in cases of refusal of licences for 
inns, beer-houses, refreshment-houses, retail trade in intoxicating 
liquors, and some other licences exposed ;o a specific abuse of party* 
influence. 

3. Actions for deciding questions of law concerning parochial 
rates, county rates, provincial rates, may also be submitted to a 
final decision of the Supreme Court. 

4. Decisions containing disputed questions of police and communal 
burdens combined, as to the maintenance of the poor, the high¬ 
ways, the primary schools, and some other matters involving interests 
in property (drainage, sewers, &c.), arc conducted according to 
specially arranged methods of procedure. 

5. And so too with regard to disputes concerning communal elec¬ 
tions, admission to communal offices, communal boundaries, partici¬ 
pation in communal rights."’^ 

About the same time, through the imperial laws, the legal control 
of the regular courts was lestored, in civil actions and criminal 
prosecutions of officials who have exceeded or abused their powers. 

The legal protection of the subject in the sphere of public law has, by 
these measures, been assured to so great an extent that henceforward 
simplification will be possible. The expectation that the pernicious 
influence of party spirit on the administration and parliamentary 
elections would be effectually counteracted has been verified, and the 
professional officials are finding by experience that their position is 
secured and raised by their united action with the honorary officials. 

VII. The general architecture of Prussian State administration 
has not been essentially remodelled by the introduction of these new 
organs, but it has certainly been improved by them. 

Prussia needs a strong executive in order to fulfil the onerous 
duties of a State in which so many dissimilar elements are welded 
together, many formerly semi-sovereign States both great and small, 
and where the urban and rural communities are so dissimilar. For 
this purpose it needs a rigid subordination of its administrative 
organs, each placed under a responsible head—the central depart¬ 
ment under the principal Secretary of State, the province under the 
governor, the Bezirk under the Regierungs-president, the county 
under the Landrath, the division under the Amtsvorsteher, the borough 
under its mayor. 

For these responsible offices Prussia needs a class of higher* pro¬ 
fessional officials carefully trained for practice in the matter of politi- 

* For some departments provision had already been made, throng older legislative 
arrangements. Thus, for the levying of tho standing army through “ Kreis>ersata Com- 
missionen,” analogous to the meetings of tlie deputy-lieutenants in Fngland; for the 
assessment of the direct State taxes, throi^h assessment committees in counties and 
boroughs; for disputes between State and Church, through a special high ecolesiastioal 
court. 
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of political economy, of finance, and of adminia^ative and in 
many offices assisted by men learned in the law* 

. In the absolute State, Regular appointment during good beha¬ 
viour, and the collegiate form of the provincial courts of administration 
(Regterufiifs-Kollegi€n)y9&tsedi to maintain a certain moral independence 
for these officials. Under the new form of parliamentary government, 
and under the influence of political parties, however, these guarantees 
could not be retained unchanged. The principal administrative 
officials (Under-Secretaries of State, Presidents, Landrdthe) were 
now placed ''at the disposition'^ of the constitutional Minister— i.e., 
appointed during pleasure, in order to maintain intact the responsi¬ 
bility of the Ministers. A division of functions has therefore been 
introduced,' according to which the legality of the administration 
is secured in other ways:— 

1. All orders, decrees, and measures of the administration in. 
which the influence of party spirit can make itself felt in the consti¬ 
tutional State at the expense of justice are placed under the rigid 
legal control of the administrative courts of justice (county court, 
provincial court, supreme court). 

2. For the so-called (sessional orders), originating 

in the State's right of control, it is deemed advisable, for the sake of 
impartiality and of respect for communal independence, to give 
certain civil duties to State officials {e.g., the confirmation of bye¬ 
laws, the approval of sales and loans, licences for theatres, hos¬ 
pitals, lunatic asylums, hawkers and pedlars, and for dangerous and 
obnoxious trades), so that these wders cannot be passed without the 
consent of the honorary members of the KreisausschtLSSf Bezirksaus- 
schuaSf Provinzialrath. 

3. For all the remaining functions of the administration, which form 
the immense majority of the acts of the daily work of government, 
the bureaucratic system is carried out in its simplicity and with 
energy. 

The energy of the executive has not been impaired by the intro¬ 
duction of magistratical self-government (for urgent,orders may 
provisionally be executed), while, on the other hand, the legality of 
the administration and the integrity of the officials have received a 
valuable support which nothing can replace. 

And this is just why the extension of the reform to the whole 
monflreby may be looked upon as certain. It was first of all intro¬ 
duced into the old provinces, where it was most of all necessary to 
set aside the manorial system. Through a law of 1884 it has l^en 
extended to the province of Hanover, and through a Bill of -1885 
to Nassau and Hesse. The provinces that still stand out embrace 
about a fourth of the monarchy, and they will so<^ follow. 

This reform, as a whole, presents a phenomenon of rare occurrence 
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in the civilized vorld of to-daj —it fuffiU the last and fiital purpose 
of all communal institutions. It creates anew coi^orations bound 
together by public duty, which re-unite society, sundered by private 
interests, antipathy of races, and hostile cr^s, by the bond of 
common civil duties. This it does by accustoming the upper and 
middle classes of society to the common fulfilment of petsonal duties, 
and by granting to the higher classes higher electoral rights as a 
return for personal service, without which that self-activity is not to 
be attained. These counties and cities, clowly serried in ever- 
increasing coherence, have been taken as the firm foundation for all 
elections to the Prussian Parliament, and thus secure for Germany 
the certainty of a rising Parliament for the future. , 

B. Gnbist. 



PENNY DINNERS. 


P ENNY dinners are too much associated in the public iniud ^vith 
staTviug children. 

It is impossible to speak accurately, but probably more than half 
the working men and women in London cannot afford to spend on^ 
the food of their children one-half the sum that would be expended 
if their children were brought up in the workhouse school. 

It was mainly to help these parents that I commenced in March, 
1884; the experiment of self-supporting dinners in London; and for 
the sober; industrious members of that class I would plead—men and 
women whose lives are spent in one long struggle to make both ends 
meet; who never tell their wants or ask for chai’ity; and who cannot 
give their children a sufficiency of healthy nourishing food. The 
dinners are required wherever the children of such men and women 
are found. 

And the widower and the widoW; out all day at their work; the 
mother chained to her machine; unable to spare time or fuel to make 
ready a hot meal, the sick parent ** worrited ** with the ^oise of the 
children, the elder sister set free to go out to work—these and many 
others have testified to the benefit of the dinners by sending the 
children continuously. 

We need; moreover; to realize more the nature and quality of the 
food of the working classes. “ Gobd feeding," says the Lancet^ " is 
necessary for brain-nutrition;" but many children, including those 
of comparatively well-to-do artisans, are brought up upon food that, 
owing partly to ignorance, partly to the want of suitable appliances 
for cookery at home, is insufficiently nourishing, often even harmful. 
At one penny-dinner centre many of the little children who paid for 
their dinners were unable at first to eat the wholesome foOd, at 
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another they were made ill, at a third dry bread was at first peti¬ 
tioned for; iu all these cases the usual diet had been so poor or 
harmful that the children could not at first digest the plain food put 
before them. It has been a common experience in London that 
many of the children, who have pence wherewith to *pay for their 
dinners, are like convalescents; needing nonrisliing food, they have 
been at first unable to take it. 

Should the dinners, then, be open to all who choose to pay for 
them? A well-known lady writing to me on this subject said: "I 
doiibt whether it is desirable thus to relieve universally and perma¬ 
nently parents, at least mothers, of the natural duty of providing for 
their children’s daily wants.Even infant schools and Kinder¬ 

gartens have their dark side in freeing the mother from her natural 
occupation. . . . Affection is apt to wither away where natural 
duties, with their attendant sacrifices and ])leasures, arc abolished." 

If the problem be to establish a dinner trade that shall be a com¬ 
mercial success—and from the first, both the Kev. W. Moore Ede, of 
Gateshead, and myself have conducted our experiments with a view 
to that end—the dinners must be open to all who have a penny, and 
the results, anticipated in the letter I have quoted, faced. 

« Tlie results arc possible, but to what extent ? Sufficient to more 
than counterbalance the advantages? Arc the parents who would 
abuse the penny dinners in a majority over those who need and use 
them ? As far as my own experience goes the answer is emphatically 
No ! The head-master of a large Board school said one day to me, 
These dinners have reached the struggling respectable poor,” and 
1 believe all the teachers who have seen the children at the dinners 
would give a like opinion. I have often called their attention to the 
point, and seldom have they been able to put their finger upon any 
child whose parents could afford to give it a better dinner. A striking 
instance of the unwillingness of self-respecting parents to take un¬ 
fair advantage of a boon offered to them is found in a well-to-do 
West End parish. For the last nine or ten years dinners at 3d, a 
head have been provided at the National school, and supplemented 
by dinners during the winter. Though the cheaper dinners are 
largely attended during the trying winter months, the demand ceases 
as the spring returns—the parents are able again and willing to pay 
the higher rate. 

But is not abuse" a strong term to use? What is offered in 
these dinners ? A nourishing meal, sufficient for a child. Why 
should a parent be called upon to spend 2d, or 3d, on his child’s 
meal when he can buy it for one penny ? Is the coffee tavern system 
abused because coffee taverns are frequented by those who could 
afford to pay higher prices than those charged? Are working men 
and women so rich that there is no benefit in helping them to reduce 
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their expenditure on food, an item that exceeds pll their other ex- 
penses put together? A working-maiii especiall^r if he is a careful 
man, has, more than other people, many and frequent, claims on his 
pocket owing to sickness and death amongst his mates. Analyze 
his necessary expenses, and see how little is left for that which he 
needs every whit as much as his richer brethren—a time of rest, and 
change, and recreation. 

In many instances no doubt the penny saved would swell the 
amount spent in drink, but are the many who would lay it by to be 
forgotten or ignored ? Arc those who would wisely use the penny 
saved to be left unaided because there are others who would waste it? 

Supposing dinners to be started, and open to all, it will soon 
become evident that there are many children who do not come, but 
who evidently need good food. If they can pay, why don't they 
come ? If they cariH pay, what is to be done for them ? Experience 
is still wanting to enable us to come to definite conclusions upon 
these two questions; they arc not to be answered in a day. But 
we can study some facts, which may help us towards a right judg¬ 
ment. 

And first, as regards those who could pay, but do not come, or 
rather do not continue to come. With one exception, and that at a 
Board school where the fee was a high one, all the teachers whom I 
consulted in various parts of London agreed that the dinners would 
be a great boon, and that the children would come in large numbers. 
Several times 1 was warned that the great difficulty would be in 
providing for so many, and no one, I think, has been more surprised 
at the actual results than those who were best competent to form an 
opinion—viz., the teachers. 

As a rule, where dinner centres have been opened in London 
children have come in large numbers for the first week or two, and 
then have fallen off, and for, 1 think, the following among other 
reasons; the usual reaction which befalls all new movements, the 
distance in most instances of the dinner centres from the schools, the 
distaste of the children at first for some of the food pu* ^ before them, 
the failure of the parents to understand the nature of the movement 
and their consequent mistrust, the withholding of the penny by 
parents in the hope of a gift of a free dinner, the competition with 
free dinners. 

As may readily be seen, however, none of these are obstacles of any 
lasting importance. Time will remove some, and others ar^ fast 
being overcome. At the Gifford Street Centre, the one first opened 
in March, 1884, and which has been continued, ever since, the reaction 
has passed away, and the numbers now are well kept up. Again, as 
regards the distances of the dinner centres from the schools, the 
School Board for London is acting most generously, and granting tiie 
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use of part of tlie scliool premises, with, in every instance! beneficial 
results. In three of the poorest districts^ the williilgness of the 
parents to pay rather than receive for their children the gift of a free 
dinner, although in two instances the free dinners were given just 
opposite to the schools, is most encouraging and of good omen. 

Time and patience, and a disposition to meet the rational wishes 
of parents and children, are alone required to make the self-support¬ 
ing penny dinners a success ; for the offer of a sufficient nourishing 
dinner for one penny, with its little short of marvellous results, 
mental and physical, needs only time to force itself irresistibly upon 
parents. 

But still there will bo found children who apparently cannot pay; 
what is to be done with them ? Indiscriminate giving to adults is 
now universally condemned, but indiscriminate giving to children is 
comparatively a new phase of the question. Are the children, it is 
asked, of the drunkard, who deliberately brings upon himself his 
sufferings, to be allowed to suffer for his sin ? The clothes and the 
boots given for the child to attend school may be pawned for drink, 
but what harm can a dinner eaten on the spot by the child do ? 
Again, all the vast machinery of a school system is unavailable for 
want of a little essential oil, food. The State requires that a child 
should be educated, and expects certain results in return for its 
grants, and those results cantot be extracted from children whose 
stomachs and brains are half-starved. Children must be fed by 
charity or by the State if their parents neglect their duty, otherwise, 
** deprived of proper food at the age when they most require it/' 
they will “grow up weak, ^sickly, and incapable of earning more 
than a miserable and precarious pittance, and in due course become 
the parents of a generation feebler than themselves, and thus there 
is a progressive deterioration in the physique of the poorer portion 
of our town populations." If these arguments are opposed to the 
principles of political economy, and tend to the pauperization of the 
masses, the masses, it is answered, arc already pauperized. It is 
contended, moreover, by those who have largely given free dinners 
that no evil results follow. Mr. Moore Ede's testimouy is very 
emphatic. “ By making," he says, “ each school responsible for the 
management of the dinners, and the teachers for the selection of 
those children to whom free dinners ^shall be given, we in Qateshead 
are of opinion that we can grapple with child destitution without in 
any appreciable degree pauperizing either children or parents." The 
same results were found by Miss Edith Simcox in Westminster in 
1881, and by those who arc now carrying on the Gifford Street 
dinners in London. 

Again, do not the results justify such action ? In a large Board 
school in London a class was formed last autumn of about fifty boys, 
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the greater part put together as ** hopeless cases—dull, stupid, and 
residuala strong experienced teacher was specially selected to take 
charge. After careful investigation the teacher, " making allowance 
for fraud,” was convinced that 30 per cent, of his pupils were 
always in a state of semi-starvation. As an experiment he gave some 
dinners, and it soon became possible to notice and measure the 
progress made. In a fortnight, so fast was the convalescence, dull 
apathetic children were rapidly becoming very intelligent. 

Such arguments and facts are not to he lightly disposed of, and 
opposite views need to be supported by a strong case; but it is im¬ 
possible to overrate the importance of a right conclusion upon a 
question which may possibly, and probably will, affect every school 
in the country. 

If it once be granted that all those children must be fed whose 
parents do not give them sufficient food, the State can alone supply 
their wants. And the result would be a supplementation of wages 
by the. State, and in many instances a consequent lowering of wages 
by the employer. As it has been well stated in a newspaper n^ritten 
for and read by tbc working classes, “ Can it be supposed that, with 
the present fierce competition for labour, this little something extra 
will long be enjoyed, even by the parents? A fall in wages will 
inevitably be tbc consequence, just as much as if the State supplied 
the poor with houses, clothes, or any other necessary. The wages of 
the poor and unskilled arc measured by their necessity, and if we 
lessen one we lessen the other.” In his well-known report on Poor 
Law Administration in London, Mr. Longley has shown that the 
grant of outdoor relief to a few thoqpand women *' contributes 
sensibly to reduce the rate of wages in some branches of female labour 
in London.” What, then, would be the effect of the “little some¬ 
thing extra” given throughout London to the children alike of the 
deserving and undeserving ? It is not forty years ago that soup kitchens 
in the Metropolis were first permanently established, and their palmy 
days have long since passed away, their abuse in most instances 
having strangled them. Would it be wise to revivi them or their 
equivalent, aud handicap those institutions that have recognized and 
avoided the evils of the old indiscriminate issue ? It has been well asked, 
“^What prospect could be more hopeless than that of developing 
prudence and self-reliance by gratuitously providing for the wants of 
those who arc neither prudent nor self-reliant ? . . . . With the 
weakening of the spring of self-responsibility we could not hope for 
an elevation of the standard of self-respect.” 

It will be observed, in the arguments and facts in favour of the free 
issue of dinners, that the distinction between those parents who can- 
ud^nd those who will not pay is deliberately sunk, and the question 
is tr^ed from a school point of view. But is there not a higher 
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point of view, a deeper aim—the ultimate benefit to, and the perma¬ 
nent improvement iu the condition of, our poorer brethren ? Ko\v 
that end cannot be attained so long as we lump them in one undi¬ 
gested mass. There arc as many classes among the poor as there 
are amongst the rich. 

In the particular question under consideration, then, cur first duty 
should be to discriminate between those who can and those who can¬ 
not pay, not of necessity to refuse help to those whom we have so long 
encouraged in habits of dependence that they could not suddenly 
be deprived of the help they have been accustomed to, but, whilst 
relieving their present needs, to endeavour to restore them to habits 
of self-respect and self-support. 

And probably it will be found that the number of children whose 
parents cannot as a rule pay for a penny dinner is comparatively 
small. “Never once," is the report from an East End district, “has 
a dinner been asked for, children always gladly bringing their pence 
and halfpence, evidently not expecting charity, although this is one 
of the poorest and worst neighbourhoods in London, many of the 
customers being barefooted and bareheaded." Like views are enter¬ 
tained by those who have provided dinners in proverbially poor dis¬ 
tricts in the east, south, and centre of the Metropolis. The 
condition of some of the parents who have found means to pay me 
regularly for their children's dinners is so straitened that, in some 
instances, it would be difficult to find a lower, level. A widow in 
receipt of parish relief, living in one room with four children, working 
with her sewing machine for a shop in a poor street, unable to 
spare time to cook, to whose family a hot meal had been unknown, 
was able to pay fourpence a day for h^r four children.' Here are 
some more cases where the children came regularly—a widow, on the 
parish, seven in family; a family, eight in number, the father out 
of work, very poor; a family, six in number, father on the parish. 

If the penny can be forthcoming in these instances, is it not a fair 
inference that in the majority of cases it could be ? Moreover, it 
should be borne in mind that there, are comparatively few children 
who do not, as a rule, have a mid-day meal' to the value of at least 
one halfpenny, bread and dripping, or (but in rare cases) bread only. 
The question, therefore, is narrowed to this—-are there many parents 
who cannot afford an extra halfpenny a day to give a child a good 
dinner ? * 

Upon the right answer to this question—in other words, upon the 
exercise of sound discrimination—depends the success of the dinners. 

* Ezpsrimo&ts are being tried in halfpenny dinnera, but I fear the ^f-rapporting 
element miut be given up m them. The profits are, and must be, inaufficient to pay all 
theexpeDaes. 1 greatly donbt, moreover, the possibility of giving a snfficient mid-day 
meal for 
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''Systematic visitation of the homes," say# the author^ of the “Bitter 
Cr^," “ and careful examination into each case, is necessary," In 
cases of temporary distress there would probably be little difficulty 
in coming to a right conclusion. Children should be considered 
eligible for free dinners whose parents (a) were temporarily unable, 
through no ffiult of their own, to pay for a meal, and {b) sent them 
regularly and punctually to school, unless compelled in times of dis¬ 
tress to employ them at home or get them employment. In such 
cases, probably, dinners might with advantage be given to the whole 
family. But the question of what should be done for children whose 
parents cannot even supply them with a minimum of food is a very 
grave one. For such cases temporary relief, in the form of dinners, 
might be given to the children and their parents during inquiry, but 
when once the conclusion as to the state of the family was arrived. 
at, when once it was found that the family was in a chronic state of 
destitution, food, clothing, a habitable room, everything wanting, a 
state from which they could not permanently be raised by charity, 
then dinners to the children would only be as a surface covering of 
a deep incurable sore. There is nothing but the parish. 

But the condition of the children of worthless parents is still more 
serious. As a rule, whatever is done by charity should be primarily 
for the permanent beneht of the recipient, and, secondarily, for the 
upraising and support of those around. Tried by these two 
standards, what permanent benefit accrues to the child of an idle or 
drunken person by the issue of a free dinner, or how is the idle or 
drunken parent raised by the issue of a free dinner to his child, or 
his struggling respectable neighbour encouraged and supported ? 
The dinner will invigorate die child, and help it to learn the school 
lessons; but what is it continuing to learn at home ? It is becoming 
mote familiarized with drunkenness and idleness, and all that follows 
in their train. Is not something more than a dinner required for 
such a child ? and yet—such is the public apathy—how great is the 
danger of giving the dinner, and overlooking, or, pqrhaps, rather 
ignoring in despair, the surrouqdings of the child 1 An^i as regards 
the parent, will the gift of a dinner to his child soften his heart and 
prompt him to change his ways ? Will he not rather hear of it 
with indifference, careless whether his child is fed or not so 
long as he is left alone to idle or drink away his life? And 
as to the neighbour. There is ample proof—in opposition to 
that which I have quoted above from Gateshead and elsewhere— 
that the result is harmful and demoralizing. The free dinners will 
kill onr movement" is the cry of despair from one of the poorest 
districts in London. How soon the corruption will spread to the 
little dhiidren themselves will be seen from the following record of 
experience in Liverpool 
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Owing to questions asked nt the schgol^ aa idea got about that no breakfast 
was a claim for a penny dinner ticket, and aa it became known that tidcets were 
being given away, many applications were made, tccompanied by statements 
of * no breakfast/ the requests for dinner tickets being from children attending 
both at the Board and Church schools. These were carefnUy looked into, but. 
it was found that often the statements were untrue ; either the children had had 
breakfast, or they had had no breakfast, not because the parents bad no food or 
money, but because the parents had gone drunk to bed, and had been unwilling 
or unable to rise; or they had gone without breakfast at the parents* suggestion, 
or even at their own, in hopes of dinner tickets being given—a chance of raisin 
pudding in the future being preferred to dry bread in the present, or that they 
had had bread, but, having oaten it in the street, did not count it as breakfast.** 

But is the little child to be left, then, to suffer ? If we content 
ourselves with feeding him^ we mitigate his sufferings ; but we leave 
him to suffer, leave him to grow up like his parent, perhaps to have 
children born to him to grow up in like manner. Although it is 
very hard to say what should be done in such cases, yet we are 
narrowing the question by determining what should not be done. 
There is a law by which Guardians can proceed against an able- 
bodied man who becomes a burden on the parish owing to his 
drinking habits; there is another by which a child can be removed 
from vicious surroundings. These laws need to be extended in their 
application and made m,r;e easfy of enforcement. 1 trust, and I 
speak as a chairman of a Board of' Guardians, that the day ibay 
soon come when orphans and deserted children will not be the only 
little ones boarded out. Who can need more the loviqg care of a 
foster-mother than the little child who is learning in its own home 
£rom its own parents all that is life- and soul-destroying ? * 

There is no social question that needs more to be agitated, no 
social sore that needs more to be exposed to public attention and 
horror, than the condition of the little child whose father and mother 
have forfeited every right to its custody. And yet there is a painful 
danger that in feeding the children of idle or drunken men and 
women we are actually preventing wholesome public opinion being 
brought to bear upon the whole subject; we are lulling the world 
(satisfied at something being done) in its false idea of security, and 
are helping it to continue what is evil and what produces evil. 

And now to sum up the substance of these views. 

1. Self-supporting penny dinners are required for children “ whose 

parents, although in a position to pay, are unable, from various 
causes, to provide them with food sufficiently nourishing, varied, and 
ample.” * , 

2. To establish a dinner trade that shall be a commercial success, 
the dinners must .be open to all. 

* All neoessaiy information will be found in a pamphlet entitled ‘*Self-fnipporting . 
Penay'piiinen for School Children: How to Establiu and Manage them. With 
numeroiu Dinner Recipes.’’ Published by Alexander & Shepheard, 21, Castle Streef^ 
Holbom. See also the pamphlets referred to in the above. * 
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3. AUtiough in most instances the dinners &11 off after the first 
few wceks^ the causes are stich as might be anticipated^ and; with 
time and patience, may be expected to pass away. 

4. In dealing with those children who need good food, but have 
no money, we must first discriminate between those parents who 
cannot and those who will not pay. 

!}, Tliere is a higher than a school point of view, and that is the 
ultimate benefit to, and permanent improvement in the condition of, 
our poorer brethren. 

6. Any wholesale distribution of free dinners by which parents 
would be relieved of a duty they could well carry out would be con¬ 
trary to such a view, and productive of immeasurable harm, 

7. Comparatively few parents cannot, as a rule, pay. 

8. Inquiry, therefore, is needed as to both the fact and cause of 
the alleged distress. 

9. Eligible cases. 

10., Chronic cases of poverty incurable by charity should be left 
to be dealt with by the Guardians, 

11. The children of the worthless would but little benefit by 
dinners; they need to be removed from the evil home influences. 

It is hardly necessary to point out how heavy is the work above 
indicated. It is a work that love's labour can alone lighten. 


S. D. Fuller. 



THE ADVANCE TOWARDS HOME RULE. 


^PWELVB years ago, when Mr. Butt put forward his plea for 
J- Homo Rule, it was met by one set of English politicians with 
a blank refusal, and by another, more diplomatic, with the excuse: 
“ We do not understand what Home Rule means. Bring in your 
Bill and then wc shall see." The refusal of the Tories and the evasive 
diplomacy of the Whigs produced no discouragement in the minds of 
the Irish people. They had been accustomed to sec the most mode¬ 
rate reforms denied for generations, and it had become proverbial in 
Ireland that no attention should be paid to the nevers " of English 
statesmen, whose cries of No surrender" on every demand, from 
Emancipation to the." Three F's," form one of the stock subjects of 
mockery in popular assemblies. So the Home Rule agitation went 
on unabated, but the leaders of the movement still declined to reduce 
their demand to Bill-form on the ground that it would be time 
enough to do this when its justice was admitted in principle. Mr. 
Parnell followed Mr. Butt in refusing to give his opponents the 
pleasure of picking holes in the details of a scheme so long as both 
Liberals and Conservatives declared Home Rule to be impossible, and, 
though some Englishmen seemed to regard this attitude os irritating, 
its practical wisdom is unimpeachable. For could it he expected 
that statesmen who denounced the project in the rough would be 
captivated and fascinated by the exposition of the details? The 
movement of the past few years, however, appears to have effected 
the conversion of many previous opponents, and many politicians of 
different shades have begun to nibble at the question. It is needless 
to scan their motives, or a'sk the reason why. Enough if they admit 
that " something must he done." 

Mr. Parnell's party have not formally argued the merits of Home 
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Rule very frequently, yet many persons will now concede that even 
for England it would have its conveniences^ Englishmen may not 
admire the way in which the Irish have conducted operations to 
bring about tills result, but for practical purposes such admiration is 
unnecessary. An admission of their cfTicacy is the sweetest applause 
which tiiose,concerned look for, and it is even notable how lightly 
British condemnations arc treated by modern Irish politicians. While, 
therefore, it is evident that leading men arc beginning to cultivate 
an open mind on the subject, as yet their views do not appear to have 
taken definite shape. It would be unwise to overrate the value of 
mere declarations of anxiety on their part to conic to some terms of 
settlement with Ireland. Such expressions, though gratifying, arc 
vague, and as yet only one important politician, dropping mere 
phrases, has descended to particulars. That a statesman of the rank 
of Mr. Chamberlain should feel it necessary to approach the subject 
constructively rather than critically, and propose, instead of asking for, 
the details of a ]}lan, shows at all events that wc have advanced a 
long way from the Butt epoch. The amialdc gentleman who started 
the Home Rule movement used to be bullied and laughed at for 
demanding something which it used to be said, with exquisite sarcasm, 
he could not explain and no one could unclcr.stand. Indeed, as a 
rule, could it not he said that the opponents of Irish demands prefer 
to treat them funnily in the earlier stages, causing tlie dense-headed 
Celt, who lias to put up with a certain rejmtation for humour, to 
crack a great many grim, unrelisliable jokes to gain, his ends and 
prove that lie may sometimes bo a very serious person? In Mr. Butt's 
day, fhe*^vhoIe Liberal party declared in chorus that they could not 
understand Home Rule, but not one of them appeared to think 
there could be any statesmanship in trying to devise a plan for them¬ 
selves which might be alike acceptable to England and to Ireland. 
The leader of the movement of 1873 would probably have jumped 
with delight could Mr. Chamberlain's proposals of 1885 have been 
tendered for his acceptance. But it is just this dozen years' interval 
that makes all the difference. You may choke a ri jev at its source, 
but it cannot even be dammed at its mouth, and there has been too 
heavy au investment of sacrifice and struggle in the meantime to 
induce our people to surrender for minor concessions. If the rulers 
of Ireland prefer, by spurning every suggestion for the accommoda¬ 
tion of the Anglo-Irish difficulty, to raise public passion to molten 
heat, they must take the consequences. Irish politicians wash their 
hands of them, and treat with disdain the remonstrant whine of 
those virtuous obstructors of reform who, while denouncing " turbu¬ 
lence," "sedition," and "rebellion,” are themselves.the fanners and 
stokers of the fiercest fires of agitation. Twelve years ago it was the 
ABC of British politics that the Act of Union irrevocably and eternally 
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settled the relations of England and Ireland, and if to-da^ there ia 
a change, who will say it is due ttJ the effect of logic or the claims 
of justice ? A few persons of course seem to have the echo of this 
parrot cry still lingering in their ears, but they are principally news¬ 
paper editors, who make it a rule never cither to die or surrender. 
Bating this unapproaohable caste, many of tliosc who whre formerly 
bitterest in their opposition to llic Irish demand would perhaps be 
just as glad if the record of tlicir earlier opinions were not so easily 
ascertainable, and from the publication of Mr. Chambcrlaiu''a scheme 
the " coming-on disposition of another set of politicians may be’ 
inferred. 

As to the merits of the proposals of the Radical leader it is due 
to him at the outset to admit that he must have had very great 
difficulties in putting forward any definite plan. For, not to speak 
of the prejudices of a section of the British electorate, already 
alarmed, perhaps, by his so-called socialistic theories, there was 
the obstacle that, in trying to supply details, he had very little 
assistance to derive from the accumulated materials of discarded 
schemes which on most other subjects cumber the lumber-rooms of 
the House of Commons. When a Land Act had to be drawn, there 
were hundreds of Bills, from the days of Sharman Crawford to our 
own, from which a draftsman might glean useful knowledge. But 
in dealing wdth Home Rule, the candid investigator will find little to 
reward his quest in the Parliamentary Bill Office beyond the sweet 
simplicity of Daniel O’Connells ten-line Bill to repeal the Act of 
1800. In fact, it is doubtful whether, excepting a proposal to estab¬ 
lish Elective Councils drafted in 1883 for the Irish party, any one 
in search of the materials out of which to manufacture a new Con¬ 
stitution for Ireland would find anything to guide him in the shape 
of detailed proposals. With such help as this Bill afforded, however, 
Mr. Chamberlain seems to have addressed himself to his difficult 
task, and, after dealing witJi the question of County Boards, he 
boldly puts forward as a competitor to Grattan's Parliament the idea 
of a “ National Council," exercising all the powers now vested in 
Pnvate Bill Committees of the Hodae of Commons. It has been 
correctly stated that a proposal of this kind was contained in the 
original draft of the Elective Councils Bill ot 1883. 

The clause creating a central Council, however, was struck out 
when a “proof" was submitted to the Irish party, and it was never 
sanctioned by them, although the first draft saw the light in some of 
the Dublin newspapers. Nor is it uninstructive to note that, although 
this scheme plus County Boards is now put forward by Mr. Chamber¬ 
lain, within a fortnight after quitting office, as a settlement of the 
Irish difficulty, the much more modest Elective Councils. Bill of 18^ 
was energetically opposed and defeated by the Government of which 
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he was so influential a meihber. The cold, dry light which streams on 
all debateable questions from the Opposition benches has, however, 
illuminated duller eyes than those of Radical statesmen, and it is 
naore important now to consider why his proposals must fail to 
satisfying the Irish people. The first observation the dullest Irish¬ 
man would make on them is that, if Englishmen are willing to grant 
a measure of Home Rule to Ireland, they need not begrudge the 
concession to native sentiment of calling the new Legislature a 
'' Parliament ” instead of a “ Council." Let them keep their Councils 
for Fiji, or some island of yesterday; we’ll none of them. Having 
learnt to speak the English language, we surely may have leave to 
employ it as royally as our neighbours. Again, the suggestion that 
this Council is to be “ liable to be brought to book in the High Court 
for exceeding its functions " is so intolerable that it would not even 
be discussed by Irish representatives, unless Mr. Chamberlain means 
the tribunal to be one modelled on the Supreme Courts of the 
United States, to take cognizance of purely unconstitutional infringe^ 
ments. But he surely does not forget that the Supreme Federal 
Court also takes cognizance of the acts of Congress; and does he 
propose that an Irish suitor might similarly bring the Imperial 
Parliament “ to book" for an infringement on the prerogatives of 
his National Council? In the same spirit is the proposal that this 
body ** should have its power of rating strictly defined and limited; " 
and, without further criticizing the scheme, it will be seen that the 
conception of a Sovereign Chamber controlling purely Irish affairs 
has not, so far, entered into the calculations of Mr. Chamberlain. 
Yet he calmly suggests, as if all the declarations which so many 
generations of Irislmicn have made were the feelings of children, 
that, ouce his scheme got into operation, the impressionable Celts 
wonid abandon their dream of a native Parliament. This splendid 
British phlegm, which treats no Irishman, except a dynamiter, as a 
serious person, would be an admirable endowment in a Radical leader 
if the National party were an entirely helpless body of gall-lacking 
politicians. But, as things are, I, as one of them, tal b leave to say that 
when the cry of Grattan^s Parliament is beard no more it will not 
be because it has been silenced by the establishment of a '' National 
Council." If Ireland agreed to forego any of the rights which 
England solemnly guaranteed her under the Constitution of 1783— 
as, for instance, a separate minting, postal, and customs system—it 
would be for the sake of convenience and economy, and because 
compensating arrangements of a more practical character might be 
devised. The irreducible minimum of the Irish party, therefore, is 
that, leaving aside affairs of Imperial concern, all thiqgs else should 
be ordered and discussed in College Green by a Parliament respon¬ 
sible only to the Irish people, and Nationalists would prefer to 
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hand down the struggle to their child)%n'^rather than %hate it one 
jot. If this Parliament misbehaved itself, England has her army and 
her fortresses in the island^ and her ironclads on its coasts, and those 
who distrust any other guarantee against the dismemberident of the 
Empire save that which lies locked in “ villainous saltpetre,” would 
have the satisfaction that it would be easy to march in and Crom¬ 
well it at any moment. To destroy its liberties by naked force 
would certainly be a more decent operation than was the bribing 
away of the life of the Parliament of 1800. 

But it will be said, even if England were willing to accede to this 
demand, how is Ircland^s contribution to the Imperial exchequer to 
be assessed ? and secondly, is it proposed to invite our masters to 
alter their own legislative system so that 103 Irisli members may 
come over to Westminster at certain times to discuss foreign and 
colonial affairs ? As to the first objection, would it not to-morrow be 
a simple matter to strike a fizuince account between the two countries 
which would show the present average amount of direct and'indirect 
Irish taxation as against what is spent in Ireland? If so, on ascer¬ 
taining the balance, the Imperial contribution' could be easily arrived 
at. We should be generous if, in calculating the amount, we claimed 
no rebate on the ground that, at the time of the Union, the Irish 
National Debt was only J13,000,000, and that our country has since 
been fraudulently saddled with taxation on the English debt of 
£700,000,000. In case it is held that the Imperial contribution could 
not always remain the same in case of war, any extra levy which might 
be demandablc could easily be apportioned according to relative 
wealth and population, or by means of special customs imposts. 

Then as to representation in the Imperial Parliament, no 
doubt, under a perfect federal system, a number of Irish members 
would be entitled to discuss the objects on which their taxation was 
spent. To arrange for this would involve a re-adjustment of the 
existing method of doing business at Westminster, which Englishmen 
might urge we have no right to claim, however topsy-turvy that 
method may be. Granted. Only, let Imperialists not flatter them¬ 
selves that the present generation of Irish members at all events are 
so very anxious about the right to sit in the London Parliament. 
Supposing, then, that, having contracted to pay a lump annual sum, 
Ireland was, for the sake of peace, to forego all right to be repre¬ 
sented elsewhere than at home, would the British not be glad to be 
rid for ever of those brutal savages and “ blackguards ” who disgrace 
the traditions of the House of Commons and trample on its ancient 
usages ? The joy, I think, would be mutual, though no doubt the 
system would be more symmetrical if an Imperial delegation left 
IrelaSid periodically to take part in discussing foreign and colonial, 
naval and military, affairs. If, however, English statesmen make it 
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a main objection to a Home Kule scheme that it would dislocate 
their own parliamentary arrangements, then by all means, if the 
matter can be settled so, I should cheerfully give up my say on 
Hong Korfg and hundred-ton guns. Hard as it may be for the 
Jingo»soulc(I to credit, there are, nevertheless. Irishmen sufficiently 
parochial in their patriotism to believe that the best thing for the 
smaller country would be a system in which the attention of her 
pco])Ie should be concentrated on their own affairs without minding 
anything else. Nor is it easy to sec how so decimated an island as 
ours could afford two sets of representatives—one for Home and 
the other for Imperial affairs. If it he best tliat anything which 
tends to subtract from or to impoverish the intellectual strength 
of the native Legislature should be guarded against—in that 
view alone the federal system is open to objection, although 
no doubt it may bo desirable on several grounds. Be this 
as it may, the thing for Englishmen fo realize is, that the Irish 
demand*a Legislature which shall control everything in the island 
from a prison to a palace, and every official from the judge to the 
hangman. They point* to the experience of several powerful nations 
to show that it would be an easy matter to define what are 
Imperial and what are local affairs; and they ask, in the interest of 
both countries, if there be any statesmen willing to take up the 
question in a generous and determined s})irit in the new Parliament; 
If the “ wliitc pIuDic ” of Midlothian still led the van in that 
assembly, tlicrc is no man in the Liberal party to compete with 
Mr. Gladstone for breadth of view, be the professions of his Radical 
lieutenants what they may, Were his strength as certain as his 
statesmanship, he could settle the question j but ah'cady his young 
men are claiming llic future as their own. Who knows ? No 
wizard can bridge the period from this till the dissolution. : Even 
the capable citizen may forswear his maker, and thereafter mayhap 
it is the Tories, freed by the cffacement of the Orangemen at the 
elections, who will be called upon to undo the hapless work of 
Castlercagh. ^ 

T. jr. Hkaly. 
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I—IIISTOllY OF RELIGION. 


TJROFESSOII PFLEIDEEER’S “Philosophy of Religion”* is one 
J. of the most important and solid books on the subject. It novr 
appears in a new edition, so enlarged and expanded as to be virtually 
a new work. It is about twice the size of the first edition, a volume 
of 797 pages, which appeared in 187H. The additions relate both to the 
philosophy, which now occupies the whole of the first volume, and to 
the history and exposition of religion, which arc dealt with in the 
second. In the former part the enlargement is duo to a more extended 
critical history of the philosophies of religion; in the latter part it is 
mainiy due to an attempt to apply the philosophy to history, indicating 
a tendency to return to the idea and method, though not to the classi¬ 
fication, of his older book, ** Die Religion, ihr W esen und ihre 
Gcschichtc ” (1S69). The two parts are so connected that the philo¬ 
sophy introduces tlic history, and the history, with its complementary 
exposition, illustrates and verifies the philosophy. Pilcidcrcris an acute 
critic, a clear and vigorous expositor, a positive and penetrative 
thinker; most at home in the realms of critical and constructive 
interpretation, yet with the speculative courage that can follow a 
pnnciple up to its sources, or out to its last application. His book is 
au educative book, certain to make the student feel the vastness of the 
subject it handles; certain, too, to stimulate and instruct the mind 
resolute enough to tackle its problems and pursue its subtle criticisms 
and recondite reasonings. 

In the first volume, which is a “History of the Philosophy of 
Religion from Spinoza to the Present Time,” Pfleirlerer discusses his 
subject under four divisions:—First, the Critical philosophies; which 
comprehend Spinoza, Leibnitz, Wolf, English Deism, Lessing, and 
Kant. Secondly, the Intuitive; which include Hamann, Herder, 
Jacobi, Goethe, Novalis, and the Romanticists. Thirdly, the 
Speculative; embracing Fichte, Schlciermacher, Schelling, Baader, 
Krause, and Hegel. Fourthly, the tendencies of the present; 
Positivism, Neo-Kantism, Herbart's school, Schopenhauer, and the 
later Hegelian speculation. An introductory chapter describes 

* "Rellgions-philosophieaufGeschicbtlicherGrundlage.” Von Dr. OttoPflelderer, 
Frofeaaor an derUmvereitatzu Berlin. Zwelte Autlage. Berlin : O. Relmer. 2vojs., 
pp. xil-C40 and 67C. 1884. 
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Theoaophic Mysticism and the anti-scholastic philosophy of the 
Eenaissancc—tlic latter as impersonated in Giordano Bruno—as the 
precursors and anticipators of religious philosophy; and a concluding 
chapter notices briefly the contemporary workers in this field in the 
various European countries. In the 640 pages which these discus¬ 
sions occupy there is enough of hard thinking and elaborate disqui¬ 
sition to initiate the student who wishes to master this subject into 
its deep mysteries and immense questions. 

Pfleiderer describes the philosophy of religion as the co-ordinating 
and scientific investigation and knowledge of the whole of the phe¬ 
nomena whicli in the life of humanity constitute religion/^ and ho 
affirms that in this sense it is the youngest of the philosophic dis¬ 
ciplines. Wc cannot quite agree with him, nor can we accept as cor¬ 
rect the limits he has set to his history. The scientific investigation 
of the phenomena belongs to the science of religion, their.cxplanatiou 
to its philosophy. So far as the philosophy is concerned with inquiry 
into the sources and reason of religion, into its nature and action, into 
the causes of the different forms and phases it has assumed, and so far 
as the science is concerned with inquiry into the various facts or 
phenomeua, both arc very much older than Spinoza. The reasons that 
admit Spinoza ought also to admit ancient Stoicism; the Epicureans 
have as good a right to notice as the English Deists—Lucretius, u 
better right than any of them, save David Ilume. Clement of 
Alexandria, with his theory of the origin and religious functions of 
Greek philosophy, Augustine, with }n.s doctrine of progress or develop¬ 
ment in religion, of tlic relation of the prior faiths to the Christian, 
and of the ])lacc and work of religion in histoiy, ought to have had 
recognition ii\ a discussion like this. Then, too, there ought to have 
been notice of the way in which discussions in religious history, and 
the history of religious thought, contributed to the rise of the new 
philosophy. Vossius, by his “ Dc Theologia Gentili,” Cudworth, by his 
"Intellectual System of the Universe/^ Theophilus Gale, by his 
" Outer Court of the Gentiles,” and, immense as is the distance 
between him and the others, and, superstitious and absurd though 
he be, Alexander lloss, by his " Pansebeia,” did more to bring about a 
scientific knowledge and inquiry into religions and religious ideas, 
with the causes of their rise, growth, aud difference, than the whole 
brood of men like Collins and Morgan and Chubb. We could have 
wished, too, that within his limits our author had .been in some cases 
more exhaustive. His exposition of Hume does not bring- the 
"Treatise on Human Nature” into relation with the “Dialogue.s” 
and the "Natural History of Religion;” and he criticizes Spencer's 
“First Principles,” but not his “Principles of Sociology,” though*in 
the second volume there is a short discussion of his ancestral and 
euhemeristic theory. Nor will Mr. Spencer, in face of his own strong 
protestations, care about being described as " the chief representative 
of Positivism in England,” and as holding even more strictly to its 
principles than Mill. Then, too, I am doubtful of both the sufficiency 
and accuracy of the distinctions on which the author bases his division 
into chapters. The divisions do represent a sort of chronology, but 
they do not sufficiently emphasize the relation of the man to the 
philbs^hical movements of his time, or of his speculative to his critical 
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principles. SchleiermacLer was more intuitive than speculltive, his 
source of religion being emotional, not rational; and Schelling, in his 
most characteristic and fruitful period, was also intuitive; while the 
former, in dealing with history, was nothing if not critical| bat the 
latter nothing if not speculative. 

These are but formal criticisms; when we pass beyond these to 
more material questions, we find ourselves embarrassed wifh the simple 
mass of matter presented. Here the book ought to be judged from 
three points of view: first, its critical exposition of the various thinkers 
and theories; secondly, the principles that have determined the criti¬ 
cism ; and thirdly, the general purpose the history has been designed 
to serve, or, simply, its relation to the author’s own doctrine of religion. 
As regards the first point, the expositions arc not all of equal merit; 
they differ considerably as regards sympathy, accuracy, and fulness* 
Some arc distinctly first-hand and original; others, second-hand and 
dependent. I think the chapters common to both editions, the real 
nucleus or germ of the book, the freshest and most suggestive. In 
some of the additions there is a strong tendency manifested to confound 
the history and criticisms of religious thought with the philosophy of 
religion; and so, considerable compressions and judicious excisions, 
while lessening the size, would add to the value of the work. The 
second and third points are intimately connected. Professor Ptteiderer 
may be described as a transcendental idealist: he seeks to find in the 
universe a reason at once immanent and objective, to determine through 
it at once the end and method or hiw by wiiich it is to be realized. Ho 
holds the affinity of tlie subjective and objective reason, and c-onceives 
religion as related to both—a means whereby the subjective may realize 
its being, and the objective its cud. Jlcligiou in history exhibits a 
constant struggle towards a more jjcrfcct or congenial form for its 
substance, its spiritual nature and contents being best expressed and 
realized by what is spiritual. He so presents and criticizes the suc¬ 
cessive philosophies as to make each contribute to the establishment of 
the principles demanded by his own doctrine, wliich may be described 
as eclectic; in its main principles Hegel’s, but as modified by elements 
and applications due now to Schelling and now to Schleicrmachei*. 
Two impressions his history will leave on every careful student r first, 
of the organic connection between a man’s ultimate ideas and his 
interpretation of history; as the reason of man is construed, so is the 
force or the reason that binds the universe and that works the evolution 
and guides the course of humanity. < And secondly, of the poverty and 
hopeless inadequacy of the empirical and anthropological theories as to 
the origin and nature of religion now so fashionable in Kngland. The 
man who weighs the immensity of the problem religion offers to philo¬ 
sophy, especially the philosophy that would understand man in history, 
will never again be able to look with approval on the bizarre and 
yet pragmatic and uncritical hypotheses which seem to men 
like Mr. Spencer to account for the being, development, and work of 
religion. 

In the second volume Pfieiderer presents his positive doctrine. In 
the first division he discusses the development of the religious con¬ 
sciousness,” taking up successively its genesis, its development among 
the Indo-Germanic and Semitic peoples, and finally in Christendom. 
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. "With the discussions and principles in the first chapter I cordially, in 
the main, a^rcc; in the historical chapters there is more room for 
clitrercnce, tiiough where the difference is most marked I find the 
author always aiigjrestivc and wortliy of careful study. But the serious 
defect in tlicsc chapters is the inequality and often insulHciency of 
their treatment. Individual religions and single periods in religious 
history—in relation to India, Greece, and Judaja—arc admirably 
handled; hut others,-like Home an|J Islam, arc either inadequately or 
unfairly discussed. Strange to say, tlic important religions of China 
and Egypt have no phaec in his historical vic^v^ A full treatment of 
religion in liistory would have led him far beyond the two families he 
almost exclusively regards. The following, touching the secret and 
power of the Crot-a, will indicate his attitude to the 1‘aith which came 
by Christ:— 

4 

With tlio cxaltsitiuu of the crucified Saviour to the heavenly Son of God 
.and Master of tlic world, the divine might of suffering and ministrant love 
was itself raised to the tJirono of the uuiverso, in which hitherto only the 
right of the stronger, of physical or intellectual superiority, had been allowed 
to reign. Over against the cruel selfislniess of peoples, the proud aristo- 
craticisms of classes, the frivolous treatment of women, the brutal ill-usage 
of slaves, there stood forward in Christianity an ideal which looked awaty 
from all the outer advantages of birlli or fortune, and valued man only 
according to the purity of his heart, according to his intrinsic lovcablenesa, 
and his readiness for service or sacrifice. And precisely on tiiis account it 
recognized, even in the lowest and mostiniserable, in the poor and sick, in the 
-•lave and tlie crimiral, still the dignity of the man, of the child of God and 
hrotlier of Christ, making lurn an object of pitying and saving love. This 
W’ae the now thing in Christianity, by which it transcended quite as much 
Gentile wLsdom as Jewish righteousness; wlule they asked after the d^eds or 
deserts, tlie possc'^sions or knowledge of man, it found the essence of manhood 
in the heart, and discovered in the sanctuary of the purely human the divine 
element in man. This was the secret of itsjiowcr, by wbicb it lias conquered 
and saved tlie world." (Pp. 210-217.) 

In the second and third divisions there are important and sugges* 
live discussions concerning what may be termed the subjective and 
objective sides of the religious consciousness— 1 >., concerning its con¬ 
tents or essential ideas, on the one hand, and its embodiments, move¬ 
ments, and relations iu the realm of the real, on th,e other. But to 
touch on any one of these would lead us too far. L'nough to say the 
hook is essentially a book for tlic student who wishes to know 
something of the way in which our greatest modern thinkers have 
conceived and construed religion. Any one who masters it will 
find that the latest is also the largest of the philosophical disciplines, 
and does more than any other to fulfil the ancient promise of uniting 
speculation touching the oldest and highest object of thought with the 
latest knowledge. 

In the history of religions we have to notice a few books of interest 
without being of primary importance. The third volume of Dr. 
Buchholz's “ Homerischo Ilealien " is occupied with the Homeric 
theology.* This book may be described as exegetical rather than 

* ‘‘Die Homerisclio G&tterlebre, aaf Grtindlage der Homeiiichen Dichtuxigen 
dorgestcllt." Von E. fiuchholz. Leipzig: Wilhelm Engelmanu. 1884. 



CONTEMPORARY RECORDS: 


448 


comparative or critical. It does not concern itself vith the compara¬ 
tive mythology or the literary and historical criticism of the Homeric 
poemSj but it handles them as they lie before us, with the view of 
determining the Homeric Greeks conceived and represented the 
gods, their character, limitations, qualities, conduct, relations. It may 
be doubted whether it be possible within these limits to^ve a really 
scientific exposition of the Homeric mythology, but it has been 
Dr. Buchholz^s aim to isolate the ^ic age for the purpose of separate' 
study and reproduction. His book is as a Gotterhhre much more 
minute and exhaustive than Niigelsbach’s, though for insight and 
power of lucid and connected presentation we greatly prefer the older 
work. Ho says: ** The oldest Greek worship was admittedly natural¬ 
istic, and had dcvclo]>cd itself fropi a nature-poetry which floated 
between myth and allegory;” and he holds the distinctive characteristic 
of the Hellenic Polytheism ” to liavc been the clean-cut “personification 
and complete anthropomorphizing of the gods ” who had come to be, 
by the allcgoi’izing process (p. 5). If he had borne tins doctrine in 
mind, he would have been the better able to explain the relation 
between MoTpo and the gods. Every theology which has been developed 
out of naturalism leaves a dark background or fate behind the deities, 
at once disposer and ender of their being. If the natural object or 
process be personified, Nature ever remains impersonal behind the 
personification—condition of its being, but cause of its end; and the 
impersonal, as the universal, becomes a permanent yet hidden force, 
which, here as Brahma, there as Mo7/)a, sits bf^hind all forms of the 
personal, limiting their power, overruling their actions, and making 
their destiny. Yet we have been struck with Dr. Buchholz^s laborious 
and careful exegesis, the acuteness of many of his remarks, and the 
fulness with wliich he has discussed and described the Homeric world 
of the gods. His work, when completed, will be a real help both to 
the student of Homer and of Greek mythology. 

A work of a very diH’crcnt kind is one intended to prove that India 
was the source of the Pythagorean doctrine.* It is a small thing to 
show that affinities existed between the supposed doctrines of Pythagoras 
and certain Hindu speculations; what is necessary is to prove that 
there are good historical grounds for supposing that an intercourse 
existed that could explain the resemblance by borrowing. No attempt 
at such proof is made here; indeed, enough materials to warrant the 
attempt do not exist. The affinities arc interesting, but the relation 
is not established. A much more Satisfactory and scientific work is 
M. Gaston Boissier’s, now in the third edition, on the religion of Rome 
from Augustus to the Antonines.f * The purpose of this book is to 
trace and explain the extraordinary change in religious feeling and 
belief that happened between the end of the Republic and th^ second 
century of the Empire. The characteristic literary monuments of the 
one period are the letters of Cicero—of the other, the correspondence 
and meditations of Marcus Aurelius; but the first are completely with¬ 
out the spirit of religion, while the second are as completely steeped in 

* ^'P^thagoraa anddio Inder.” Von Dr. L. v. Sebroeder. LeipzigOtto Schulze. 
1884* 

t “ La Religion Romaine d^Auenate auK AutoninB.” Par GoBtou Boiito. Paris: 
Hachette k Cie. 1884. 
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it. And the rocn were here only representative. M. Boissier traces 
the course and causes of the change. The work was undertaken with¬ 
out any preconceived idea^ and bad no polemical purpose, and is 
throughout so sober and impartial that one reads it with equal pleasure 
and profit. In an admirable introduction he describes the general 
character of the Homan religion, shows what causes had tended to 
corrupt it, and how corrupt, feeble, and despised it had become in the 
last days of the Hepublic. Wc could have wished that he had made 
the religious signiiicance of Lucretifis more apparent. JSssential piety 
lived at the heart of his passion against religion; in his polemic there 
burned true prophetic zeal, enthusiasm for truth and against iinveracity 
in the lives alike of men and peoples. The first book is occupied with 
religion during the age of Augustus, and contains a fine and just 
account of the religious and moral*reforms under that emperor; traces 
them to their causes, personal and imperial; and exhibits their effects, 
political, social, and literary. The second book deals with religion 
after Augustus, especially as influenced by the foreign religions and 
by philosophy. Under the latter head wc have a careful and fair dis¬ 
cussion of the resemblances and supposed relations of Seneca and Paul. 
The third and last book is concerned with Homan society in the time 
of the Antonines, and is quite worthy the author and the theme. We 
heartily commend the work to any who wish to understand the state 
and interaction alike of political, moral, intellectual, and religious 
forces in the first centuries of the Homan Empire and the Christian 
Church. 

M. Ernest Havet has at last completed the work ^ the first volume 
of which was published in 187*3. The reason of the long delay need 
not be sought in the labour and research required for its completion ; 
he has been largely independent of modern scholarship and the instru¬ 
ments it has been accustomed to think necessary. The first and second 
volumes of the work—on Hellenism—were not without value, though 
their violent polemical spirit and aim took, from them all scientific and 
scholarly veracity; yet they were on a subject where a good and 
independent work is still needed. His third volume—on Judaism— 
was his entrance on a held lie had neither the skill nor the tools to 
explore; and in the fourth volume some of the same defects again 
appear. M. Havet may indeed be described as a curious survival of 
the eighteenth century. He shows remarkable credulity on the line 
of his sympathies, as remarkable incredulity on the/line of his anti¬ 
pathies ; or, in other words, he has great power in believing what makes 
for his theory and in disbelieving what makes against it. His theory 
is, that it was in and through the Jjews of the Diaspora that Christianity 
assumed form and took possession of the Homan world, and that for 
the Church and system that thence resulted the actual history and 
teaching^f Jesus had next to no. significance. Of couree, the theory 
is stated with the absoluteness that belongs to the uncritical; any truth 
or worth it may contain is vitiated by the want of scientific spirit and 
method in the author. 

M. Henan has favoured us with a new volume of religious studies.! 

* " Ls ChristUnisme et sesOrij^ea: le Noaveau Teatameot.” FSrEmeat Havet., 
Paris: Calmann LSvy. 1884. 

t d’Bistoire Religiensa.” Par Ernest Eenaa. Poria: 

L4vy. - 1884. 
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As usual, a large part of its interest lies in the glimpses it affords into 
the spirit of the author. No liviu^ writer so likes to reml himself> w 
so pleases and instructs by the revelation. In the preface he tells us 
that the essay on Francis of Assisi has the value of un brevet d'in- 
dulgence/' which may stand him in good stead some day. ** Un eapucis, 
qui avait lu Tarticle dans lea D^bals, dit k la princesse .... avec 
laquelle il causait souvent dc moi:' II a dcrit aur Jdsus auttement quW 
ne doit; j^ais il a bien parle de Saint Francois. Saint Franpois le 
sauvera.’ ” Sq he feels safe and hopeful, esteeming Francis as, after 
Jesus, the man who had religion most immediately from Nature. His 
essay may be regarded as at once a vehicle for his own admiration and 
a thank-offering for the saint's good intentions and offices. His appre¬ 
ciation of the saint comes from what is like the saint in his owu nature, 
thougli the community belongs rather to their defects than to them 
endowments. Like the patriarch of Assisi, he has, as a simple sojourner, 
traversed the world without being seriously attached to it. Both, while 
poor, have been rich; God has given them the usufruct of the universe, 
and they have been contented to enjoy Avithout possessing. The abuses 
which shock him are those that strike at enjoyment rather than those 
that touch property. Saint-like, his happiness is to make happy. He 
has pleasure in recording the improvement in public spirit since his 
first studies appeared : Le temps est un collaborateur ndeessaire dc 
la raison ; ” and the denial of the miraculous does not now excite men 
as it once did. Miracles do not happen in the world accessible to 
liuman experience. Here is a sentence quite in the manner of a famous 
passage in the “Vie de Jesus'^:—“L’efficacitd de quinquina est 
prouvee, parce que, dans unc infinite de cas, le quinquina ou ses Equiva¬ 
lents out change la marche de la fievre. A-t-on jamais prouve cela 
pour la priere ? Non, certes. Et pourtant le fait est facile k ex|^ri- 
mentor, car il s’adresse an ciel des millions de prieres par jour.*' It is 
known that even Homer nodded, and the spirit' of<the saint most have 
slumbered when this comparison was penned. In it the idealist 
descends into the state of Fhilistinian realism. 

Only some of these studies have special interest for us here. The 
first essay, " The Experimental Method in Religion," is very slight, 
but has all the lightness and grace with which M. Renan knows so 
well how to adorn trivial things. He opens thus:—“ An Oriental said 
to me one day, ^ You Europeans never comprehend anything in the 
religious, for you never saw one born among you. We, on the coutraryi 
see one born every day.’ ” On this text he discourses through several 
pages on the qualities that make the East so creative and the West so 
infertile in religions. But the whole thing is very much in the nature 
of a paradox. The West has been as fruitful as the East in religious 
movements. Christianity is more a creation of Europe than of Asia; 
the induences that created Islam were almost as much Western as 
Eastern. Europe has been as fruitful in churches and sects as Asia in 
religions, and they are but in a sense equivalent phenomena. The 
West has been more intellectual and moral than the East, but it has 
on this account been more, not less, religious; the one has develdp^ 
the intellectuid bases and evoked the moral energies of religion,, wme 
the other, has enlarged its mythology, and clothed it in the hisbnMs! 
and marvels the untutored imagination loves. But this differ^piinii^'iiot' 
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fat from involving the Western, involves the Ejistern inability to com¬ 
prehend religion, Europe has proved herself better able to understand 
Asia than Asia has been able to understand herself, while she has yet 
to prove that she possesses in any degree the mind to understand 
Ifuropc and the faith by which Europe lives. The essays on Paganism 

gy are simply interesting reviews, neither on 
their respective subjects up to date. Tlie only interest attaching to 
thq papers on Buddhism belongs to their authorship. The one epitomizes 
the work of Burnouf, the other the conclusions of Senart—that is all. 
The other articles do not specially concern us. 


A. M. Fatubaio. 
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IL--.MENTAL PHILOSOPHY. 

A BOOK from Dr. !Martiueau needs no certificate of chauacter. Most 
readers know that they may expect from him weij^hty thoug;Ht8j 
conveyed in lan<;ua;^e so choice and stately as to border at tiities ou 
the ornate. Such expectations arc fully realized in the two volumes 
which Dr. ^lartineau has cntithnl “ Types of Ethical Tlieory.”* loan 
interesting f)reface, in which he touches upon the steps of hi^ intel¬ 
lectual progress away from Priestley, Benthain, and James MilljAp his 
present standpoint, the aiitlior takes occasion to say that intellectual 
pride and sclf-ignorauftc alone can blind us to the iact that systems of 
])hilosophical opinion grow from tlic mind's instinctive efibrt to unify 
hy sufi^cient reason, and justify by iiitelligihle picas, its owu deepest 
affections and admirations.’" In this light, according to his expressed 
desire, his book will be regarded. Whatever else it may be, the work 
is the monument of a bcatitifnl spirit. This opinion will be shared 
even by those who cannot accept some of the most fundamental 
positions which the author lays down. And the mingling of the 
historical and the dogmatic in the contents of the book lias at least 
this advantage, that it sends no one empty away. He who chokes 
upon the dogmatic morsels may still assimilate the sections of valuable 
historical analysis which constitute the greater part of the two volumes. 
Some of these arc n distinct addition to English philosophical 
literature. 

The plan of the work is not at first obvious, and requires explana¬ 
tion. Dr. M artineau begins w ith an enumeration of the difiereut >vays 
in which ethical facts—man and his doings—may be looked at. One 
broad division is reached, according as we start from a study of the 
universe (nature or God), treating inau simply as an olijectivc factor 
therein, or base our results upon a study of human nature as tlic 
central fact. In the first ease we get an “ unpsyeliological,"' in the 
latter a “psychological" theory. All ancient philosopliy is treated by 
Dr. Maftincau as uniisyehological in character. “ Psychological 
ethics," he goes the length of saying, “ arc altogether peculiar to 
Christendom.” lienee Plato is reckoned in the fiivt class, though 
there is surely more psychology in Plato than in the geometrical 
ontology ou which Clarke bases ivis ethics. Yet Clarke appears as a 
psychological moralist. Arbitrary, however, as some of tlie results of 
the scheme appear, very little good can begot by criticizing the frame¬ 
work in which Dr. Martincau has arranged his material; nor is there 
space here to deal with tlie historical sections of the work, of which 
the plan only can be indicated. Nou-psychological theories Ethics 
are divided into “ raetaphysical” and “physical," according as the 
system is based upon the essential nature of things {e.g.f upon eternal 
Ideas or upon tho nature of God), or upon nature, viewed merely as a 
series of phenomena. Mctaphysic&l Ethics may again bo subdivid^il. 

* ‘‘Types of Ethical Theory.” By James Martiaesu. P»B., LL.D,,'Principal 
^lanchester New College London, lu 2 voJs. Oxford : Clarendoa f resa. 1685i -• •> -• 
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into''Transcendentar'aud "Imnianental/’ according as the ground 
of the universe is viewed as beyond nature and more than nature, or 
as in nature and fully expressed thereby. The first volume (dealing 
as a whole with unpsychological theories) begins with the consideration 
of Plato as the type of the transcendental variety of metaphysical ethics. 
Spinoza is taken as the representative of immanental metaphysics and 
ethics, a lai%e space being devoted to Descartes and Malebranche by 
way of introduction. Physical Ethics are represented by tlie system 
of Comte. Passing in the second volume to Psychological Ethics, we 
. meet a twofold division, which might be objected to by opponents as 
of a somewhat question-begging nature. By ‘Mdio-psychological 
ethics Dr. Martincau designates—not very happily—any theory which 
accepts the facts of the moral consciousness without distorting them ; 
and under this head he expounds liis own doctune—a doctrine which 
he claims to he largely in agreement with Kauvs, and even mote so 
with Butler's. Among modern writers, however, ** with the exception 
of the writers of the Scottish school, and their editors, critics, and 
disciples in Paris, it is difficult to find any class of recent moralists 
who have declined to betray their science to the physiologist on the 
one ^hand, and the ontologist on the other." With the exception of 
this faithful remnant, all other moralists who deal in psychology are 
condemned to be called “ hctero-psychological" theorists. These are 
treated in the latter half of the second volume under tlirce sub¬ 
divisions. The first head is Hedonist Ethics, which is again distingish- 
able into ordinary Utilitarianism and Hedonism witii Evolution.’' 
The second head is Dianoctic Ethics, under which the author treats 
of Cudworth, Clarke, and Price. Tiiirdly and lastly, we have iEsthetic 
Ethics, represented by Shaftesbury and Ilutchcson. 

The nature of Dr. Martineau’s position may be divined from this 
classification, and from the philosophers with wiiom he recognizes his 
affinity. To begin with, he is a pronounced lutuilionist—an Intuitionist 
of the type which was more common in this country before the influx 
of Kantian and Hegelian thought. jMoral judgment is treated as the 
''announcement of the inner oracle "—the verdict of a faculty which 
pronounces by immediate inspection upon the moral worth of any 
given mode of conduct. Dr. Martiueau, however, in his presentation 
of this position, differs from other writers in maintaining that the 
moral judgment is passed, not, as it is usual to say, upon actions 
(which are judged absolutely by comparison wi^h a standard), but 
upon conflicting motives, one of which is in each' case clearly desig¬ 
nated by conscience as the higher or worthier, and as having, in con¬ 
sequence, "the clear right to us.” "This apprehension is no mediate 
discovery of ours, of which we can give an account; but is imme¬ 
diately inherent in the very experience of the principles themselves— 
a revelation inseparable from their appearance side by side. By simply 
entering the stage together and catching the inner eye, they disclose 
their respective worth and credentials.” Or, as the author puts it 
again, “There is no analysis or research required; the claims 4 ire 
decided by a glance at their face/' Dr. Martiueau makes some 
suggestive ethical applications of his view as to the comparative nature 
of .moral judgments. ' Unless, however, motives be taken as simply 
equivalent to the inner side of an action—as distinguished from the 
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outward results, which may defeat expectation through the, inter¬ 
ference of unforeseen agencies—the account can hardly m accepted as 
a fair rendering of our ethical procedure. For though, in the case of 
a man who deliberately commits a breach of morality, a good motive 
is admitted as a* certain extenuation, yet the proximate object of moral 
jud^ent is the course of action whiph the man deliberately adopted, 
or, in other words, which he iyUended. On the general question, while 
fully admitting that the developed and highly-trained conscience of the 
modem man furnishes in most cases an infallible touchstone of the 
nature described, I am unable to see how it is possible, apart from 
experience of the effects of action, or, failing that, apart from moral 
training and the ethical heritage of humanity, to prove or even to 
conceive the existence of such a power of immediate or ab^raet 
judgment as I understand Dr. Martineau to maintain. 

Dr. Martineau is also an unhesitating Libertarian. Moral judg¬ 
ment, he says, postulates moral freedom. ** When I judge my own 
act, I feel sure that it is mine ; and not in the sense that its 
necessitating antecedents were in my character, so that nothing could 
prevent its coining; but in the sense that I might have betaken myself 
to a different act at the critical moment when the pleadings were over 
and only the verdict remained.^' In reference to this argument, which 
recalls one side of the Kantian teaching, I think we must admit with 
Kant that only through the idea of freedom is moral action and moral 
judgment possible; but 1 cannot on that account accept the abstract 
freedoul maintained by Dr. Martineau—a freedom which speculative 
reason pronounces to be impossible, and which I completely fail to 
realize to myself. May we not had a sufficient solution by developing 
in our own way Kant's somewhat uniatelligible doctrine of nonmenal 
freedom ? May it not be said that in the moral judgment of actions 
and in their historical or psychological explanation we occupy two 
essentially different standpoints, both of which are relatively true, and 
neither of which can be set aside by the other ? lu moral judgment 
we entirely disregard the genesis of the action from its antecedents; 
we simply bring it face to face with the Law, whose infinite and 
perennial claim upon us we recognize as men. Our verdict depends 
upon the recognition of an ideal which we acknowledge to be potential 
in our nature. Hence the man who judges morally, so long as he 
does judge morally, never entangles himself in the time-puzzles of 
Determinism. 

One other point calls for notice, seeing that great stress is laid upon 
it by Dr. Martineau—I mean his account of Obligation. The very 
essence,’' he says,'' of imperative authority .... implies a law above 

and beyond the nature summoned to obey it.Nothing can be 

binding to us that is hot higher than we. .... The person that hears 
the obligation cannot also be the person whose presence imposes it. 

• . . . Personality is unitary; and in occupying one side of a given 
relation is unable to be also in the other." “ In morals,” he says 
again, *'it is Self and Ood that stand face to face." He tries to 
enfoTCe hia contention by the supposition of an absolutely solitary 
individual in an atheistic universe: such a being, he contends, 4K>uld 
feel no obligation. To this it may be easily answered that such a 
being would not be a man, and his example, therefore, does not prove 
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that in our case obligation is not self-imposed. Nothing can be better 
than Dr. Martineau's insistence on the objective nature of the morjd 
law, and his rejection of the idea that the law is in any way consti¬ 
tuted, or made authoritative, by the subjective act of recognition. Nor 
is there any objection to speaking of the law as a divine or God-given 
law. But in the remainder of h^s account Dr. Martineau seems to 
me almost t6 reverse what I conceive to be the true position. My 
objection bases itself upon the sheer separation which Dr. Martineau 
appears to make between the Self of the moral being and the divine 
or objectively legislative Self. If intelligences were simply mutually 
exclusive points of subjectivity, then indeed they could not be the 
seats and depositaries of an objective- law; they could not be the sub¬ 
jects of law at all. But the modern and truer sense of the word 
objective, as I take it, is not that which is external to the subject, but 
simply that which is valid for all subjects, as springing from their 
common nature. Personality is not unitary, as Dr. Martineau says; 
the very capacity of knowledge and morality implies that the person 
is not confined to one side of a relation, but that he is capable of 
regarding himself and all other beings from what Dr. Martineau well 
names “ the station of the Father of Spirits.” If, indeed, we regard 
God as, in a strict sense, other than we, a satisfactory doctrine of 
obligation seems impossible of attainment. For, as Kant puts it, so 
long as the law comes to me from without, 1 can demand its warrant 
and evade its claim upon me; but 1 cannot escape from my own law 
—the law which is the expression of my own necessary will. 

The author of the noteworthy volume Mctaphysica Nova et 
Vetusta,” to which attention was called in a former record (Con- 
TEMPOBAitY Kbvjew, September, 1884), has followed up his metaphysi¬ 
cal treatise by a cortiplementary work called “ Ethica; or, the Ethics 
of Reason,” * and has since given his name to the public. Scotus 
Novanticus turns out to be Professor Simon Laurie of Edinburgh. 
The present treatise contains a very close discussion of the chief points 
in debate between the different schools of moralists; and the author 
seems, in my judgment, to be remarkably successful in harmonizing 
the elements of truth in each. Professor Laurie’s position, that the 
Good, or ** the truth of doing,” is realized in the organization or 
rational harmony of feeling, bears in one way a certain resemblance to 
Dr. Martineau’s graduated scale of motives. Both recognize an order 
of worth in the feelings that constitute the incentive ^ to action, and for 
both the moral man is he who preserves this order intact. But Pro¬ 
fessor Laurie recogmzes at the outset that a moral code can only be 
worked out by a perception of the effects of my volitions, and the 
action of these effects upon my moral sensibility. In other words, as 
he says in his well-pointed account of Kant’s ethical position, we are, 
and must be, dependent on experience for the content of the Ought. 
In this way, we have room left for an acknowledgment of the deve-^ 
lopment of morality—an acknowledgment which, though sometimes 
made, is surely unmeaning from the standpoint of an abstract Intui¬ 
tionalism. Another important point in the book is that, while repu¬ 
diating Hedonism as a possible account of the End of a moral being 

* *'Ethioa; or, the Eihioiof Reason.” By Scotus Kovantiens, aatiiorof *^Meta- 
physicaNoyset Vetusta.” Iiondon: Williams & Norgate. 1885. 
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(*^the Good for man is Self-realization''), Professor Laurie is not 
afraid to make use of feeling as the touch^one hy which we recognize 
wherein our true development lies. ** Reason,” he puts it, " in cra- 
stituting .an organism out of the raw material of Feelingi has no guide 
save Feeling. Through the ages, man is groping his way to such a 
constitution of his own real or feeling organism as will be its true 
Good ; and the evidence that he has found it is in feeling-^the fMliUjg 
of Harmony.” Law is what we seek, but the ultimate criterion is 
Happiness—not the general Happiness, as the Utilitarians say, butv^ty 
Happiness; for it is quite manifest that the well-being of my fellow- 
men is nothing to me, except so far as I feel well-being in their well¬ 
being.” But this Happiness would be very improperly identified with 
Pleasure—which is ” the satisfaction of immediate desires, asuccesaioitt 
of pleasing states of consciousness, and is in its essence and notion 
transitory; ” it is rather to be called a feeling of peace, a peace that may 
be through discord, a joy that may be through sacrifice, This peace 
and joy are not pathological, as is the pleasure which any feeing as 
such yields. They are the peace and joy which attend law and duty. 
The joy is a rational joy, inasmuch as it is the issue of the organizing 
of the chaotic ciemenis of feeling in subjection to a reason-idea and 
the Law in it.” It is not possible here to do more than single* out a 
few points from a book which rewards a careful study. 

Professor Godwin's “ Active Principles ” * is more of the nature of 
a text-book or compendium than a fresh discussiou of ethical problems. 
The book is clearly written, and will probably realize its aim of being 
'' intelligible to all; ” but its even style hardly admits of due emphasis 
being laid on cardinal points. 

Messrs. Longman’s edition of the Works ”t of the late Professor 
Green will confer a boon on a large circle of readers. The first volume, 
now published, does not call for critical notice, seeing that it consists 
chieily of material that has long been prominently before the public-^ 
namely, the two Introductions ” to Hume. It is well to have as a 
pendant to these Professor Green’s practical application of their 
arguments in his criticisms of Mr. Spencer and G. H. Lewes. These 
originally appeared, it will be remembered, as articles in The Contbm- 
FOAARY Review. The concluding article, however, criticizing “ Mr. 
Lewes' Account of the Social Medium,” was withheld in consequence 
of Lewes’ death, and is now published for the first time. Still greater 
interest will attach to the remaining volumes, which are to include a 
selection from the author’s unpublished papers, and which, it is to' be 
supposed, will reprint from the pages of the old North BriUslt Review 
those earlier essays which many a youthful admirer has unearthed 
with difficulty. 

Professor Caird has republished the valuable articles which he con¬ 
tributed some years ago to The CoNXEifFORaiiY Review on “ The .Social 
Philosophy and Religion of Comte.” I Professor Caird's treatment iz 

* Active Principles or Blements of Moral Science.” &v John H. Godwin, Hon. 
Prof. Kew CoUeee, London. London: James Clarke & Co., Fleet Street. 

f “Works of Thomas flUl 6reen.“ Edited by R. L. Rettleship. Vol. I.~?PhUoso- 
phioal Works. Ty>ndoi i: LoniniianB, Green & Co. 1886. 

t ”The Social Philosophy and Befigion of Comte.*’ By£idward Curd, LL.B., 
Profeesor of Moral Philoeophy in the University of Glasgow. Glssgow: Madeboie 
A Sons. 1886. 
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at once Rympathetic and judicial; and the book cannot fail to prove 
salutary and instructive retting, alike to ComtUts and 'to those who 
pass Corate by altogether on the other side. Comtists in particular 
are a little too apt to look upon themselves as a peculiar people in the 
midst of a world not yet brought into the fold. They may here learn 
their own affinities with the ** metaphysicians.’* It may or may not be 
consolatory to them to know that Hegelians assimilate most of the 
positive elements in Comtism, only claiming to make its synthesis 
more complete. 

M. Perez' First Three Years of Childhood *' * deserves a cordial 
welcome in its English dress. The author and Professor Preyer of 
Jena are perhaps the observers who have worked most systematically 
in a field which has begun to be cultivated with fresh ardour under the 
influence of the doctrine of evolution. In a pleasant preface, Mr. Sully 
pronounces the present work to be a rich mine of facts, and one of the 
fullest, if not indeed the very fullest, monograph on its subject. It is 
brightly written, and should find many readers beyond the circle of 
psychologists. 

Several contributions to the literature of the half-year come from 
America. Dr. M'Cosh continues his *' Philosophic Series/'t completing 
the “ didactic ” part of his programme, in two pamphlets on Develop¬ 
ment, what it can do and what it cannot do,” and " Certitude, Provi¬ 
dence, and Prayer." Dr. Morton Prince has enlarged and revised a 
graduation thesis,:{; written some eight or nine years ago, in which he 
argues strenuously for a somewhat bald materialism. His views on 
the relation of mind and body, though arrived at independently, he 
considers to be coincident with those of Professor Clifford. A work 
of wider philosophic culture is " The Religious Aspect of Philosophy,"§ 
by Dr. Royce, Instructor in Philosophy in Harvard College. The 
author finds an escape from the conflict of moral ideals and result¬ 
ing scepticism through the idea of '' the organization of life," which 
denies none of the ideals absolutely, but, on the contrary, endea¬ 
vours to allow each its just scope. In the second part of the book 
Dr. Royce works his way through scepticism to a religious concep¬ 
tion of the universe as existing for an all-knowing and all-judging 
Thought, whose existence is implied in the very possibility of error. 
The work is attractive from tlie freshness and unconveutionality of 
its treatment, which makes it popular in the good sense of that term. 

/Andrew Seth. 

- * " The First Three Years of Childhood.” By Bernard Perez. Edited and Trans* 
lated by Alice M. Christie. With an Introduction by James Sully, M.A. lx>Ddoii: 
W. Swan Sonnenscheia & Co. 1885. 

f ‘‘Philosc^hic Series,” Nosi III. and IV. By James M'Cosh, B.D., LLJ). 
Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark. 

t “The Nature of Mind and Human Automatism.” By Morton Prince, M.D. 
Philadelphia: J. B. Lippiocott & Co. 

§ “ The Kel^ous Aspect of Philosophy; a Critique of the Bases of Conduct and of 
Faith.” By Josiah Koyco, Ph.D., Instructor ^in Philosophy in Harvard College. 
Boston: Houghton, Mitnin A Co. 1885. 
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III.—GENEEAL LITEEATUEE. 

9 

BioGUAPHY.-r-Mr, Clements Markbam's ** Life of Robert Fairfax of 
Steeton ** * throws many little sidelights of an interesting character 
on English life from the time of the Commonwealth to th6 first years 
of the Hanoverian dynasty. Robert Fairfax was a naval officer of 
considerable service and distinction, who was also alderman and mem* 
her of Parliament for the city of York, and he left behind him copious 
letters and journals, and documents of various other kinds, which have 
been preserved to the present time, and have furnished Mr. Markham 
with the materials of a work that contains much that is carious and 
of generul interest regarding the times.—Any additional insight into 
so remarkable a career as that of the hero of Khartoum will be wel¬ 
come, and ** General Gordon’s Private Diary of his Exploits in China’'t 
deserves a place in what may now be called the Gordon literature. - 
The kernel of the book consists of a few extracts from a journal, 

comprising twenty pages of foulscap paper/’ given by the General 
to Mr. Mossman. Though only mere jottings, they may be of bio¬ 
graphic use. More than half the volume is taken up with the history 
of the Ever Victorious Army before .Gordon got the command. There 
is much valuable local knowledge to be gathered through the diffi¬ 
culties o*f a style that is not much above pigeon English. This editor 
needs editing to have his right credit. — Mr. Pulling’s ** Life and 
Speeches of the Marquis of Salisbury ” | is rather a summary of the 
political history of the country from 184] to the early part of the 
present year than what the title might be expected to imply. It is well 
written, though occasionally disfigured by unduly bitter language. Few 
opportunities of abusing Mr. Gladstone arc neglected, and Mr. Cham¬ 
berlain is the ultimate of the author’s detestation. His method of 
incorporating the speeches of Lord Salisbury into the context of the 
work is convenient rather than satisfactory. From the high Tory 
point of view, the genera) argument will be considered able, but the 
biographical and oratorical illustration is uninspired and meagre. 

Miscellaneous. —In Lady Martin’s “Some of Shakspeare’s Female 
Characters vve have not only a work unique'in its nature as giving 
us the ideas of a great actress on the characters she herself used to 
personate, but a work of great interest and intrinsic value, though 
some of her interpretations are rather fanciful. We owe the book— 
as, indeed, according to one of the charming autobiographical reminis¬ 
cences with which she plentifully intersperses it, wc owe her whole 
artistic career—to somewhat accidental circumstances. She became 

* London: MacmUlan & Co. 

t “General Gordon’s Private Diary of bia Exploits in China.” AmpliBed by 
Samuel Mossman, Editor of the North China Iferutd during Gordon’s Suppression of 
the Tai'Ping Rebellion. With Portraits and Map. London : Sampson Low, Mareton, 
Searle & Rivington. 

$ ”The Life and Speeches of the ^larquis of Salisbury, K.G.” By F. S. Fulling, 
M.A., Exeter Ck>Uege, Oxford; sometime Professor of Modern History at the York* 
ahire College, I«e^. lo 2 vols. Loudon: Sampson Low, Morston, Searle & Riving- 
ton. 

$ Edinburgh : W, Blackwood k Sons. 
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an actress because a neighbour who was a theatrical manager over¬ 
heard her recite when girl, and she has become authoress by writing 
letters to gratify a dying friend. Now that she has consented to their 
publication^ sh^ retains the simple and elastic epistolary form, and 
discourses with great freedom, fulness, and variety ^n the several 
characters she selects. Her favourite is Imogen, and her second 
Kosalind. •On the whole, the work affords an important permanent 
record of this actress’s ideas of the parts she played, and the publishers 
have spared no pains to make it as elegant as possible in binding and 
typography.—Professor Vambery republishes, his recent lectures on 
the Hussian advances in Central Asia, under the title of ** The Coming 
Struggle for India.’t* * * § His general position on the subject has long 
been well known, and, though opinions may naturally enough differ 
about it, it is very unjust to attribute it—as M. Vambery complains 
has been largely done—to a Hungarian prejudice against Russia. 
Por while his views are not equally authoritative on all aspects of the 
subject, they arc always supported by reasons well worthy of considera¬ 
tion, and often by important results of his personal experience. The 
book is a valuable help to the formation of opinion on a grave question. 
—“Winged Words is the seventh volume Mr. Haweis has published 
of his sermons in Marylebone, but he has the secret of perpetual 
freshness and variety. His present selection consists of two sets: one 
practical, treating of such topics of every-day life as parents, children, 
friends, love, marriage \ and the other doctrinal, treating of the 
Divine Unknown, the Divine Son, the Divine Sacrifice, the Divine 
Book, and the like. All the subjects are handled in Mr. Haweis’s 
free and unconventional, but inspiring and suggestive, style.— 
“Ambushes and Surprises,’’! the latest fruit of Colonel Malleson’s 
productive pen, is an account of the most famous ambushes and sur¬ 
prises that have taken place in warfare, from that by which Hannibal 
destroyed the Roman army at Lake Trasimeuus down to those from 
which the English extracted themselves victoriously at Inkerman and 
Azamgarh. The book is very readable as well as instructive.—Lady 
Verney’s Essays § need no commendation to tbe readers of Tub Con- 
TiSMPORAUY Review, in which, indeed, a number of them originally 
appeared. The first five form a series of considerable value as well as 
interest, because they describe the condition of the peasantry in various 
countries from the results of personal observation and intercourse with 
them, and the authoress is at once a good observe^ and a good descrip¬ 
tive writer. The other essays are miscellaneous in subject, and are 
fresh and agreeable reading.—Lord Hobart’s Essays have also been 
collected and republished in two volumes. || He seems to have hceU a 
thoughtful and cultivated man, who took an interest in many different 
subjects, and, indeed, wrote on them to some purpose. His essays will 
still be read with both interest and profit, and those on Indian subjects 

* London: Caasell k Co. 

t By tbe Rev. H. R. Haweis, M.A. 

i By Colonel G. B. Malloson, C.S.I. London: W. H. Allen k Go. 

§ Peasant Proprietors, and other Selected Esaays.” By Ijady Vern^. Ixmdon: 
Longmans, Green & Co. 

I Essays and Miscellaneons Writings.” By Vere Henry Lord Hobart. With a 
BiograpU<M Sketch. Edited by Mary I^dy Hobart. London s MaomilTan & Co. 
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carry considerable authority. His widov, who edits thenotj ^res us also 
a biographical sketch of their author.—Messrs. Futnams hare published 
a collection of “Representative American Orations/'*intended to 
illustrate the political history of the United States from the days of 
Washington to those of Garfield. They are classified in groups 
according to their subject, and each group is preceded by a suitable, 
elucidatory introduction by the editor, Professor Alexander Johnston, 
which is often the best part of the book. The speeches themselves are 
most of them rather disappointing.—The third volume of Halkeit 
and Laings “Dictionary of the Anonymous and Fseudonymoua 
Literature of Great Britain/'* which has just appeared, carries that 
important work down to the middle of the letter T, and, so farces 
we are able to test it, seems to be as carefully edited as its. 
predecessors. It deepens our impression of the great value of the 
work, of the patient labour of its lamented authors, and of the fulness 
and accuracy with which they have accomplished their task.^ 
Overpressure in Danish schools t is the subject of a treatise by 
Dr. Hertcl, who has collected abundant evidence from the high 
schools of Copenhagen testifying to the increase in the percentage 
of sickliness among boys and girls under the abnormal strain of 
long working hours. BxaminatioDs are au evil to which Danish 
schoohboys, in commoh with English, are subject; but with them there 
is a want of the compensating physical excitement of competitive 
games. The writer, as Dr. Crichton-Browne points out in his Intro* 
duction, is more than moderate in his complaints, and himself sets up 
an excessively high standard of endurance for children. He has, how¬ 
ever, done a good work in exposing many evils in the present state of 
things—due, some of them, to want of good sense among parents; his 
treatise is clear, if a little prolix, and has beeu translated into very 
tolerable English.—Mr. Tilley has published a charming little volume, 
introductory to some future work, on “The Literature of the French 
Renaissance."} considering the features of the rise of the Renais* 
sance, he notices the spirit of free inquiry, the thirst for beauty, and 
the revival of classical learning; distinguishing clearly between the 
characteristics of the French and of the Italian Renaissance, the vigour 
of intellectual force in the one, and the more sensuous aestheticism of 
the other. Rabelais and Ariosto are his literary types. A discussion 
of the antecedents of the Renaissance in France includes,, of course, an 
account of mediaeval literature and learning, political influences, and 
the introduction of the printing-press,. The author's method is scien¬ 
tific, his reasoning liberal, and his style literary; his work, though 
necessarily concise, never becomes mere chronology.—The title “Urbana 
Scripta“§ savours of imitation, and the subject-matter of Mr. Galton's 
sketches (for he is too modest to call them essays) is not impressively 

* By the late Samuel Halkett, Keeper of the Advocates* Library, Edinburgh, and 
the late Kcv. John Laing, M.A., Librarian of the New College Library, Edinburgh. 
Edinburgh: William X’aterson. 

t Overpressure in High Schools in Denmark." By Dr. Hertel. Tlanslated by 
0. Godfrey Sorenson. Introduction by Dr. Crichton-Browne. London: Macmillan 
A Co. 

t " The Literature of the French EenaUsance : au Introductory Essay." By Arthur 
Tjlley. Cambridge: tlniversity Press. 

Urbans Senpta.’* By Arthur OalUm. London; Elliot Stock. 



456 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEIT. 


original But as a critic he tries to practise his own very correct 
theory of right criticism—namely, that it should be marked by sim¬ 
plicity, and exhibit the autbor^s quality rather than the critic’s smart¬ 
ness, In his remarks upon modem English poetry he shows that the 
distinguishing excellence of nineteenth-century poets lies in that power 
of constructive criticism which realizes and interprets the life and 
thought of the past from the standpoint of the past. The sketch of 
Lord Tennyson’s work is, if not scientific in its treatment, at least 
irreproachable in its views and graceful in its simplicity. The chapter 
on Mr. Browning is little more than an attack upon the feebler enthu¬ 
siasts of Browning Societies. The writer has not shown always in bis 
ov^n style that austerity of restraint which he so properly admires in 
Mr. Matthew Arnold; the “ splendour and speed” of Mr. Swinburne’s 
verse is a phrase too noticeable for unlimited repetition. The volume 
has little of the vivacity of “ Obiter Dicta; ” its attraction lies rather 
in its unpretentious grace. It is a pity that the punctuation is not less 
erratic.—The new system of Social Philosophy * which Mr. Crozier is 
concerned in expounding has for its standpoint of interpretation the 
** essential identity of the human mind in every age and clime,” and 
finds the solution of the problems of civilization aud progress in 
the laws of the human mind considered as .a concrete entity.” 
The author’s argumentative style is clear and pleasant, but when he 
gives way to rhetorical impulse his diction becomes overwrought and 
bombastic. 

* ‘'Civilization and ProcroBS.” By John Beattie Crozier. London: Lonnnans, 
Green & Co. 
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I T would be easy to expose the errors about me, both in fact and 
in logic, for which Principal Fairbairn has made himself respon¬ 
sible in his May article in Tuk Contemporary Review, but that 
would not answer the purpose which leads me to write. Such an 
outlay of time and trouble is not what those who take an interest 
in me would thank me for. They would rather wish me to say 
what I myself think upon the subject he has opened, and whether 
there are any points for explanation lying about in the vehement 
rhetoric he has directed against me. Certainly they will not think 
there is any call for my assuring them that ,I am not a hidden 
• sceptic; and I can meet them with the thankful recognition that for 
a long seventy years, amid mental trials sharp and heavy, 1 can, in 
my place and in my measure, adopt the words of St. Polycarp befo^^c 
his martyrdom : For fourscore years and six I have servod my 
Lord, and He never did me harm, but much good; and can I leave 
Him now?” But this immunity neither has, nor ought to have, 
hindered me from entering with sympathy into the anxieties of those 
who arc in this respect less happy than myself; and be it a crime or 
not, I confess to have tried to aid them according to my ability. 
Not that I can pretend to be well read in mental science, hut I have 
used'such arguments and views as are congenial to my own mind, and 
I have not been unsuccessful in my use of them. 

As I have said in print, “ A man’s experienpes are enough for 

himself, hut he cannot speak for others.He brings together 

his reasons and relies on them, because they are his own, and this is 
his primary evidence; and he has a second ground of evidence in 
the testimony of those who agree with him. Bat his best evidence 
is in the former, which is derived from his own thoughts. 

VOL. XLyiii. I i 
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He states what are personally his own grounds in natural and 
revealed religion, holding them to be so sufficient that he thinks that 
others dso do hold them implicitly or in substance, or would hold. 
them, if they inquired fairly, or will bold if they listen to him, or do 
not hold from impediments, invincible or not as it may be, into 
which he hlis no call to inquire ” Gram, of Assent,'' pp. 385-6.) 

II. 

Enough of introduction. I begin with what is of prime im¬ 
portance in Dr. Eairbairn’s charges against me—the sense in which 
I use the word “ Bcason," against which Eeason 1 have made so 
many and such strong protests. It is a misleading word, as having 
various meanings. It is sometimes used to signify the gift which 
distinguishes man from brute: 1 have not so used it In this sense 
it is mainly a popular word, not a scientific. When so taken it is not 
a faculty of the mind, rather it is the mind itself; or it is a generali¬ 
zation, or it stands for the scat of all the mental powers together. 
For myself, I have taken it to mean the faculty of Reasoning in a 
large sense, nor do I know what other English word, to express 
that faculty, can be used instead of it. Besides, “ Reason " is of a 
family of words all expressive of Reasoning. I may add that it is 
the meaning which Dr. Johnson puts upon the word, and the* 
meaning which he traces through all its derivative senses, corro¬ 
borating his account of it by passages from English authors. 

** Reason,” lie says, is ^'thc power by which man deduces one propo¬ 
sition from another, or proceeds from premisses to consequences; the 
rational faculty ; discursive power." Also it is the sense, I suppose, 
which Principal Fairbairn himself gives to the word, for he speaks of 
“ the region of reason and reasoning ” (p, 067). 

III. 

This being the recognised sense of the word, it is quite as 
important for my present purpose to show it to be the sense in 
which 1 have myself used “ Reason" in what I have written at 
various times; though. Dr. Fairbairn, as having studied all my 
books(p. 663), must be well aware of it already. For instance : 

First, 1 discard the vague popular sense of it as the distinguishing 
gift of man in contrast to the brute creation. “ Sometimes," I say, 
it stands for all in which man differs from the brutes; and so it 
includes in its signification the faculty of distinguishing between right 
and wrong and the directing principle of conduct. In this sense 
certainly I do not here use it," (''Univ. Serm.” p. 58.) 

This is but a negative account of it, but in another sermon I 
speak more distinctly : " By the exercise of reason is properly meant 
any process or act of the miud, by which, from knowing one thing 
it advances on to know another." {Ibid. p. 223.) 
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Again: "It is obvious that even our senses'convey us but a little 
way out of ourselves^ and introduce us to the external world only 
under circumstancesj under conditions of time and place, and of 
certain media through which they act. We must be near things to 
touch them; we must be interrupted by no simultaneouji sounds in 
order to hear them; we must liave light to see them; we can 
neither see, hear, nor touch things past or future. Now, Reason is 
that faculty of the mind by which this dchcicncy is supplied; by 
which knowledge of things external to us—of beings, facts, and 
events—is attained beyond the range of sense; . . . . it brings us 
knowledge—whether clear or uncertain,-still knowledge, in whatever 
degree of ])crfection, from every side; but, at the same time, with 
this characteristic, that it obtains it indirectly, not directly, . -. . . 
on the hypothesis of something else .... being assumed to be 
true.” (Ibid. p. 206.) 

And again : " Reason, according to the simplest view of it, is the 
faculty of gaining knowledge without direct perception) or of ascer¬ 
taining one thing by means of another. In this way it is able, from 
small beginnings, to create to itself a world of ideas, which do or do 
not correspond to the (hings themselves for which they stand, or arc 
true or not, according as it is exercised soundly or otherwise.” 
(Ibid, p. 256.) 

IV. 

These passages arc on subjects of their own; but they will serve 
the purpose of making clear the account which in times past, as now, 
1 give of the reasoning faculty; and, in doing so, I have implied 
how great a faculty it is. In its versatility, its illimitable range, its 
subtlety, its power of concentrating many ideas on one point, it is 
for the acquisition of knowledge all-important or rather necessary, 
with this drawback, however, in its ordinary use, that in every 
exercise of it, it depends for success upon the assumption of prior 
acts similar to that which it has itself involved, and therefore is 
reliable only conditionally. Its process is a passing from an ante¬ 
cedent to a consequent, and according as the start so is the issue. In 
the province of religion, if it be under the happy guidance of the 
moral sense,* and with teachings which are not only assumptions in 
form, but certainties, it will arrive at indisputable truth, and then the 
house is at peace; but if it be in the hands of enemies, who are 
under the delusion that their arbitrary assumptions are self-evident 
axioms, the reasoning will start from false premisses, and the mind will 
be in a state of melancholy disorder. But iu no case need the 
reasoning faculty itself be to blame or responsible, except if viewed 

* I b$lie76 that some philosophers, as Kant, speak of the Moral Sense as a Divine 
Keason. Of oourse, I have no dmculty in accepting Reason in this sense; bat 1 

have not so used it myself. * . 

11 2 
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as identical with the assumptions of which it is the instrument. I 
repeatj it is but an instrument; as such 1 have viewed it; and no one 
but Dr. Fairbairn would say as he does—that the bad employment of 
a faculty was a “division,” a “contradiction,” and “a radical 
antagonism of nature,” and “ the death of the natural proof” of a 
God. Th6 eyes, and the hands, and the tongue, are instruments in 
their very nature. We may speak of a wanton eye, and a 
murderous hand, and a blaspheming tongue, without denying that 
they can be used for good purposes as well as for bad. 

V. 

It must not be supposed then that I think a natural faculty 
of man to have been revolutionized because an enemy of truth has 
availed itself of it for evil purposes. This is what Dr. Fairbairu 
imputes to me, for 1 hold, it seems, that “ in spite of the conscience 
there is ” not a little “latent atheism in the nature, and especially in 
the reason, of man ” (p. C65). Here he has been misled by the 
epithets which I attached in the “ Apologia ” to the Reason, as viewed 
in its continuous strenuous action against religious truth, both in and 
outside the Catholic body. I will explain why I did so. I had been 
referring to the fall of man, and our Catechistns tell us that the Fall 
opened upon him three great spiritual enemies, which need to be re¬ 
sisted by means natural and supernatural. 1 was led by my general 
subject to select one of the three for my remarks, and to ask how 
did it act, and by what instruments ? The instruments of the Evil 
One arc best known to himself; the Flesh needs ho instruments ; the 
reasoning Faculty is the instrument of the World. The World 
is that vast community impregnated by religious error which mocks 
and rivals the Church by claiming to be its own witness, and to be 
infallible. Such is the World, the false Prophet (as 1 called it fifty 
years ago), and Reasoning is its voice. I had in my mind such 
Apostolic sayings as “ Love not the world, neither the things of the 
world,” and “ A friend of the world is the enemy of God; ” but I 
was very loth, as indeed I am on the present oJeasion, to preach. 
Instead then of saying “the World's Reason,” I said “Reason 
actually and historically," “ Reason in fact and concretely in fallen 
man,” “Reason in the educated intellect of England, France, and 
Germany," Reason in “ e^ery Government and every civilization 
through the world which is under the infiuence of the European 
mind,” Reason in the " wild living, intellect of man,” which needs 
its “ stiff neck bent,” that ultra “ freedom of thought which is 
in itself of the greatest of our natural gifts,” “ that deep plausible 
scepticism ” which is “ the development of human reason as prac- 
ticjilly exercised by the natural man.” That is. Reason as wielded by 
the living^ World against the teaching of the Infallible Church. 
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And I was sanctioned in thus speaking by St Faurs parallel use 
of the word " Wisdom/' which is one* of the highest gifts given to 
maU; and which, nevertheless, he condemns considered as the WorldS 
Wisdom, pronouncing that "the World by WVsdom knew not 
God." 

VI. 

In thus shifting the blame of hostility to religion from men 
reasoning to man collective, I may seem to be imputing to a divine 
ordinance (for such human society is) what I have disclaimed to be 
imputing to man's gift of reason ; but this is to mistake my meaning. 
The World is a collection of individual men, and any one of them 
may hold and take on himself to profess unchristian doctrine, and do 
his best to propagate it; but few have the power for such a work, Or 
the opportunity. It is by their union into one body, by the inter¬ 
course of man with man, and the consequent sympathy thence 
arising, that error spreads and becomes au authority. . Its separate 
units which make up the body rely upon, each other, and upon the 
whole, for the truth of their assertions; and,thus assumptions 
and false reasonings are received without question as certain 
truths, on the credit of alternate appeals and mutual cheers and 
imprimaturs, 

1 should like, if I could, to give a specimen of these assumptions, 
and the reasonings founded on them, which in my " Apologia " I cen- 
«idered to be " corrosive " of all religion; but before doing so, I 
must guard against misconstruction of what 1 am proposing. First, 
I am not proposing to carry on an argument against Dr. Fairbairn, 
%vhose own opinions, to tell the truth, I have not a dream of; but 1 
would gladly explain, or rather complete on particular points, the 
^statements I have before now made in several works about Faith and 
Hcason. Next, I can truly say that, neither in those former writings 
nor now, have 1 particular authors in. mind who are, or are said to 
be, prominent teachers in what I should call the school of the world. 
Such an undertaking would require a volume, instead of half a dozen 
pages such as these, and the study too of many hard questions; and 
I repeat here, I am attempting little more than to fill up a few of 
the /acutfis to be found in a chapter of the " Apologia," which, like the 
rest of the book, had to be written eximport; certainly I have no 
intention here of entering into controversy. And further, I wish to 
•call attention to a passage in one of my St. Mary's Sermons, headed, 

" The \Yorld our Enemy,” which is not directly on the subject of ‘ 
religious error, but still is applicable wlien 1 would fain clear myself 
in what 1 anr saying of falling unintentionally into any harsh and 
extreme judgments. A few sentences will be enough to show the 
drift with which 1 quote it. 
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There is a question/' I say, which it will be well to consider—viz., how 
far the world is a separate body from thd Church of God. The two are cer¬ 
tainly contrasted in Scripture, but the Church, so far from being literally and 
in fact sermrato from the world, is within it. The Church is a body, gathered 
together indeed in the world, and in a process of B.eparation from it The 
world’s power is over the Church, because the Church has gone forth into the 
world to snvc^tho world. All Christians are in the world, and of the world, so 
far ns J'lvil still hns dominion over them, and not even the best of \\s is clean 
every whit from sin. Though then, in our idea of the one and the other, and 
in their principles and in their future prospects, the Church is one thing and 
tlio world is another, yet in present matter of fact the Church is of the world, 
not separate from it for the grace of God has but partial possession even of 
religions men, and the best that can be said of us is, that we have two sides, a 
light side and a dark, and that the dark happens to b6 the outermost. Thus 
wo form part of the world to each other, though we bo not of the wo^ld. Even 
supposing there were a society of men influenced individually by Chrisl;ian 
motives, still, tliis society, viewed as a whole, would be a worldly one; I 
mean a society holding and maintaining iiiany errors, and countenancing 
many bad practices. Evil ever floats on the top.” (‘^ Sermons,” vol. vii. 
pp. 35-6.) 

In accordance with these cautions I will here avow that good 
men may imbibe to their great disadvantage the spirit of the world; 
and, on the contrary, inferior men may keep themselves comparatively 
clear of it. 


VII. 

These explanations being made, I take up the serious protest which 
I began in the "Apologia.^^ I say then, that if, as I believe, the world, 
which the Apostles speak of so- severely as a False Prophet,* is 
identical with what wc call human society now, then there never was 
a time since Christfanity was, when, together with the superabundant 
temporal advantages which by it have come to us, it had the oppor¬ 
tunity of being a worse enemy to religion and religious truth than it 
is-likely to be in the years now opening upon us. I say so, because 
in its width and breadth it is so much better educated and informed 
than it ever wbs before, and, because of its extent, so multiform and 
almost ubiquitous. Its conquests in the field of, physical science, 
and its intercommunion of place with place, are a source to it both 
of pride and of enthusiasm. It has triumphed over time and space; 
knowledge it has proved to be emphatically power; no problems of 
the universe—material, moral, or religious—are too great for its 
ambitious essay and its high will to. master. There is one obstacle 
in its path: I mean the province of religion. But can religion hope 
to be successful y It is thought to be already giving way before 
the presence of what the world considers a new era in the history 
of man. 


♦ Vuk University Sermons, “ Contrast between faith and Sight.” 
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Tin. 

With these thoughts in my'mizrd^ I understand how it has come 
to pass^ what has struck me as remarkable^ that the partisans and 
spokesmen of Society, when they come to jhc question of reli^on, 
seem to care so little about proving what they maintain, and, on the 
warrant of their philosophy, are content silently and serenely to take 
by implication their first princijilcs for granted, as if, like the teachers 
of Christianity, they were inspired and infallible. To the World, 
indeed, its own principles arc infallible, and need no proof. Npw, if 
its representatives would but be candid, and say that their assump- 
tions, as ours, arc infallilde, wc should know where they stand; there 
would be an end to controversy. As I have said before now, ** Half 
the controversies in tiic world, could they be brought to a plain issue, 
would be brought to a prompt termination. Parties engaged in them 
would then perceive .... that in substance .... their difference 
was of first principles. . . . When men understand what each other 
means, they see for the most part that controversy is either super¬ 
fluous or hopeless," (“ Uiiiv. Serm.” p. 200-1.) The World, then; 
has its first principles of religion, and so have we. If this were under¬ 
stood, I should not have my present eause of protest against its 
Reason as corrosive of our faith. I do not grudge the World its 
gods, its principles, and its worsliip; but I protest against its sending 
them into Christian Iccturc-rooms, libraries, societies, and companies, 
as if they were Christian—criticizing, modelling, measuring, altering, 
improving, as it thinks, our doctrines, principles, and methods of 
thought, which we refer to divine informants. One of my “ Univer¬ 
sity Sermons," in 1831, is on this subject; it is called '^The Usur¬ 
pations of Reason," and 1 have nothing to change in it. I was very 
jealous of the Rritish Association " at its commencement; not as if 
science were not a divine gift, but because its first members seemed 
to begin with a profession of Theism, when 1 said their business was 
to keep to their own range of subjects. I argued that if.they began 
with Theism, they would cud with Atheism. At the end of half a 
century 1 have still more reason to be suspicious of the upshot of. 
secular schools. Not, of course, that I suppose that the flood of 
unbelief will pour over us in its fulness at once. A large inundation 
requires a sufficient time, and there arc always in the worst times 
witnesses for the Truth to stay the plague.* Above all things, there 
is the Infallible Church, of which I spoke so much in the “Apologia." 
With this remark I proceed. 

* Vide one of mv Univeraity Sermons, “ Personal Inflaence the Means of Propaoiting 
the Truth." 



404 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


IX. 

I will take an illustration of the prospect before ns in the instance 
of a doctrine which is more than most the subject of dispute just 
now. Lest I should be mistaken, 1 avow myself to hold it, not 
because of the disintegrating consequences of letting it go, but on 
the simple Word of the Divine Informant; yet I want to show the 
prospective development of error. A century ago the God of Christi¬ 
anity was called a God of mere beuerorence. That could not long 
be maintained, first, because He was the God of the Old Testament 
as well as of the New, and next and specially because the New Tes¬ 
tament opened upon us the Woe thrice uttered by the Judge himself, 
the Woe unquenchable denounced upon transgressors. But the in¬ 
stinct of modern civilisation denies the very idea of such a doom in 
the face of a progressive future. Yet consider—is there not now, as 
au undeniable fact, a vast aggregate of intense weary pain, bodily 
and mental, which has existed through an untold length of centuries, 
all round the earth. Consider only the long pain and anguish which 
are the ordinary accompaniments of death. Supposing mankind has 
lasted many thousand.years, the suffering has lasted just as long; 
there has been no interval of rest. But you will say it has an end, 
and is comparatively brief, to each mortal; then you mean to say 
that your objection to future suffering would cease were it only for a 
thousand years and not for ever ? Considering what is told us of the 
punishment of Dives, would that alleviation really content you ? I 
do not believe it; you would not be satisfied with the curtailment of 
such punishment even to a hundred years; nay, not to twenty, not 
to a dozen. In spite of the word of Scripture, your imagination 
would carry you away; you would shrink from the idea of a course 
of suffering altogether; death indeed you could not deny, but'' after 
death the judgment ” and a trial before it, would cease to be a reality 
to you. It is a subject beyond you; it is not duration which you revolt 
from, but rather the pain. Indeed, are we sure that long duration 
intensifies pain ? We have no positive notion of suffering in relation 
to duration. Punishment is not therefore infinitb, because it has 
,110 end* What alone we know about eternity is negatively, that 
there is no future when it will be otherwise. All that is necessary 

for us to be told is that the 8 t 9 .te of good and evil is irreversible. 

• • 

X. 

But again, what do we know of the • obstacles to a reconciliation 
between God and man? Suppose the punishment is self-inflicted; 
suppose it is the will, the proud determination of the lost to breathe 
defiance to his Mi^er, or the utter loathing of His Presence or His 
Court, which makes a reconciliation with Him impossible. To change 
such a one may he to change his identity. Moreover, vfhat do we 
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know of tfie rules necessary for the moral government of the universe? 
What acts of judgment are or are not compatible or accordant with 
the heariug of a Just Judge ? aud by what self-evident process do we 
ascertain this ? What of His knowledge who is able to ** search the 
heart ? ” We are told He is one who "overcomes when He is judged;” 
ought we not to have the whole case spread out for us, as it’will be 
at the Last Day, before we venture to pronounce upon its details? 
They are parts of a whole. Go to what is the root of the mystery, 
and tell us what is the Origin of Evil. Solve this, and you may see 
your way to other difficulties. Docs not this greatest of mysteries, 
the “ Origin of Evil," fall as heavily upon Natural Religion as future 
punishment upon Revelation ? After all, the Theist needs Eaith as 
well as the Christian. All religion has its mysteries, and all mysteries 
are correlative with faith : and, where Faith is absent, the action of 
" corrosive reason," under the assumptions of educated society, passes 
on (as I have given offence by asserting) from Catholicity to Theism, 
and from Theism to a materialistic cause of all things. Dr. Fairbairn 
calls it sceptical to preach Faith, and to practise it. 


XI. 

1 have confined myself to the Divine Judgment; but this is only one 
*of the doctrines which the abolition of the Woe to come is made to 
compromise. Here again modem philosophy acts to the injury of 
revelation. Those solemn warnings of Scripture agaiust disobedience 
to the law of right and wrong are but the fellow of the upbraidiugs 
and menaces of the human Conscience. The belief in future 
punishment will not pass away without grave prejudice to that high' 
Monitor. Arc you, in losing its warning voice, to lose an ever¬ 
present reminder of an Unseen God ? It is a bad time to lose this 
voice when efforts so serious have so long been making to resolve 
it into some intellectual theory or secular motive. But there is 
another doctrine, too, that suffers when future punishment is tam¬ 
pered .with—namely, what is commonly called the Atonement." 
The Divine Victim took the place of man : how will this doctrine 
stand if the final doom of the wicked is denied ? Every one who 
escapes the penalty of pain, escapes it by virtue of the Atonement 
made for it; but so great a price as was paid for the remission 
supposes an unimaginable debt. If the need was not immense, 
would such a Sacrifice have been called for ? Docs not that Sacrifice 
throw a fearful light upon the need ? And if the need be denied, 
will not the Sacrifice be unintelligible ? The early martyrs give us 
their sense of it; they considered their torments as a deliverance 
from their full deserts, and felt that, had they recanted, it would 
have been at the risk of their eternal welfare. The Great Apostle is 
in his writings full of gratitude to the Power who has “ delivered us 
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from the wrath to come/' It is a foundation of the whole spiritual 
fabric on which his life is built. What remains of his Christianity 
if he is no longer to be penetrated by the thought of that “ so great 
death” from which he had been now ''delivered?” Can the 
religion with which Society at prcsenl: threatens us be the same 
as the Apostle s, if this solemn doctrine is in this Keligion and not 
in that ? 

XII. 

Shall I be answered that it is only dogma which is left out in 
modern Christianity ? I understand; dogma is unnecessary for 
faitli, because faith is but a sentiment; vicarious suffering is an 
injustice; spiritual benefits cannot be wrought by material instru¬ 
ments ; sin is but a weakness or an ignorance ; this life has nearer 
claims on us than the next; the nature of man is sufficient for 
itself; the rule of law admits no miracles; and so on. There is any 
number of these assumptions ready for the nonce^ and there is 
. Micio’s axiom in the play, soon perhaps to come upon us, '' Non cst 
flagitium, mihi credo, adolcsccntulum scortari.” 

When Itcason starts from assumptions such ns these, its corrosive 
quality ought to be sufficient to satisfy Dr. h'airbairn. 

P.S.—This is all 1 think it necessary to set down in explaiuttion 
of passages in my ** Apologia.” As to my other writings, I can safely 
leave them to take care of themselves. Any one that looks into them 
will sec liow strangely Principal Pairbairn has misrepresented them. 
Put perhaps, for the sake of those who do not know them, it is my 
duty to denounce in a few words the monstrous words which he has 
used about me. 

Ilis organon of criticism is the old " Fallacy of the Leading Idea,” 
viz., that of imagining to himself an hypothesis, by which he may 
proceed to interpret such phenomena of intellect as it pleases him to 
ascribe to me, and thereby to save himself the task of quotations, or 
any pains to which a conscientious critic would f jel himself bound. 
In fact, though he professes to have read, or rather to have “ studied,” 
all my " works, tracts, essays, lectures, histories, and treatises,” after 
all he has selected for adverse notice (over and above the " Apologia ”) 
only some clauses in an Oratorian and two sentences in an Oxford 
Sermon. 

As to what he considers my “ Leading Idea,” U is in truth an im¬ 
putation as offensive to the feelings of a Catholic as it is preposterous 
in itself; it is that I have been and am thinking, living, professing, 
acting upon a wide-stretching, all-reaching platform of religious 
scepticism. This scepticism is the real key to my thoughts, my 
arguments, and my conclusions, to what I have said in the pulpit and 
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what I have written in my study. I may not realize it, but I am " a 
poet/^ and “ it is the unconscious and undesigned revelations of self 
“ that testify more truly ofa man ” (p, 6C3). This, he tells us,is his 
deliberate view, gained with pains and c.are, and on my part admits 
of no escape. 

It will be necessary/^ he says, when starting on his search for it, 
"to discover, if possible. Dr. Newman's nUitmte ideas, or the regu¬ 
lative principles of his thought" (p. (>63). Next, " It is difficult, 
almost a cruel thing,” still a necessity, " to attempt to reach the 
ultimate principles that govern his thought ” (p. 6fi4-). ** Unless his 

governing ideas arc reached, neither his mind nor his method can be 
understood” (ibid.). Once more: only by holding certain points 
distinct " can we get at those ultimate principles ox ideas we are here 
in search of” (p. 005), 

At last he has found the object of his careful searching : he quotes 
some half-sentences from my "Apologia/’ which he does not under¬ 
stand, accuses me of denouncing the faculty of Reason (supr,, p. 460), 
asks how I come to do so, and then announces his discovery : " The 
reason must be sought in Dr. Newman^s underlying philosophy,* 
which is " empirical and sceptical ” (p. C67). From " leading ideas ” 
and " fundamental principles ” I have all through my life shrunk as 
sophistical and misleading, but I do not wonder that Dr. Fairbaim 
should like them, for they are to him, as I have intimated, of 
the greatest service. His "underlying philosophy,” gained so 
carefully, enables him to. dispense in his criticisms on me with 
quotations, references, evidences, altogether. 

. To this use he puts his “ Leading Idea ” in the very next sentence 
after he has discovered it; and by the sole virtue of it he at once 
utters a sweeping coiidcmuatiou of my " Grammar of Assent,” without 
any one quotation or reference to support him. Thus ho writes: 
" The real problem of the 'Grammar of Asscut’ is. How, without the 
consent and warrant of the reason, to justify the bclug of religion, 
and faith in that infallible church which alone realizes it. The whole 
book is pervaded by the intensest philosophical scepticism: this 
supplies its motif, determines its pn^blem, necessitates its distinctions, 
rules over tbe succession and gradation of its argumdnts. His 
doctrine of assent, bis distinction into notional and real, which itself 
involves a philosophy of the most empirical individualism, his 
criticism of Locke, his theories of inference, certitude, and the illative 
sense, all mean the same thing” (p. G67). Not a shred of quotation 
is given to support this charge—not a single reference; but at the 
end of it, instead of such necessary proof, a sentence is tacked on to 
it, which after some search I found, not in the Essay on Assent, 
hut in one of my Sermons, written above thirty years before, taken 
out of its context, and cut off from the note upon it which 1 
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had added in its Catholic edition. Such is the outcome of Dr. 
Fairhairn’s scrupulous care, that " lectures and treatises should be 
chronologically arranged ** (p. 668). Such, above all, is the gain of a 
“ Leading Idea," and it is irresistible in the hands of Dr. Fairbaim ; 
it ignores or overrides facts, however luminous. The instance 1 have 
given is a stYong one, but 1 will set down some others. 

For instance : 1. When 1 have with warmth and strength of words 
denied that the alternative of atheism is my only argument for 
believing in the Catholic Church, and given evidence in contradiction 
of the charge, he answers that it is ** certainly true” on the contrary, 
that "Ibelieve it is the onlyreo/ alternative^' (p. 664). 

2. When I express my recognition of the formal proofs on 
which the being of God rests,'’ and the irrefragable demonstration 
thence resulting,” he says that my " recognition must be criticized in 
the light of my own fundamental principle ; it is to me entirely 
illegitimate" (p. 668). 

3. He cannot help being obliged to quote me as saying that the 
" unaided reason, when correctly exercised, leads to a belief in God j " 
still he boldly says of me that "in my intellect, as I know it, in my 
reason, as I interpret it, I iind no religion, no evidence for the being 
of a God" (p. 669). 

4. When I say that I am a Catholic because 1 believe in God, and 
that Theism is attainable even under paganism (" Univ. Serm.," 
p. 21), "No,” he answers, "you really mean that you arc a Catholic 
in order that you may continue Theist" (p. 665). 

5. And when 1 say that the Church’s infallibility is " far from 

being" the only way of withstanding "the'energy of human scep¬ 
ticism" ("Apol." p. 2-15), he answers that my position will not 
allow me to hold, (hat Theism existed without and independently 
of Catholicism " (p. 665). * 

6. " Keason," 1 have said in my " University Sermons," " when its 
exercise is conducted rightly, leads to knowledge; when wrongly, to 
error. It is able from small beginnings to create to itself a world of 
ideas. It is unlimited, in its range. It supplies tie deficiency of the 
senses. It reaches to the ends of the universe, and- to the throne of 
God beyond them. Also, it has a power of analysis and criticism in 
all opinion and conduct; nothing is true or right but what may be 
justified, and, in a certain sense, proved by it; and unless the 
doctrines received by faith are approvable by Keason, they have no 
claim to be regarded as true ” (pp. 182, 206, 207, 256). 

How carefully he has " studied" my writings I The account 
he gives of their teaching about Keason is this : " There is another 

and still deeper difference— the conception of the Reason .Dr. 

Newman’s language seems to me often almost impious” (p. 673). 

Such are the convenient uses to which he puts his fundamental 
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principle. No wonder be gratefully recognizes^and records the 
service which lus fundamental principle has done him in dispensing 
with any more of that anxious searching which h|. found necessary 
in attaining it. 

"Detailed criticism^ 
its various assumptions and complex confusion of thought^ is of 
coarse here impossible ” (p. 6G9), Of course; impossible, and there¬ 
fore let alone. 

Marvellous is the power of a Fundamental View. There is said 
to have been a man who wrote English History, and could not be 
persuaded that the Heptarchy was over or Queen Anne dead, I 
forget which; and who, when pressed with a succession of facts to the 
contrary, did but reply, as each came before him, " 0 but, excuse 
me, that was an exception! ” Dr. Fairbairn reminds me of that 
man. 

John Henry Cardinal Newman. 


f 

f 

” he says, Dr. Newman’s position, with 
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I T is useless to pretend that there are no other differences among 
Liberals at the present moment than the mere rate of going— 
some faster, some slower—towards the same ends. On more subjects 
than one they differ, even as to the direction of the path, and as to 
the aim to be kept in sight. To some extent this may be due to mere 
want of knowledge or to misunderstanding, on the part of one section 
or the other, in regard to particular subjects. Such, perhaps, is the 
case with the loud and almost incoherent cries, raised by particular 
sections, on what is called the Land Question.^^ I am disposed to 
think so, because 1 frequently sec opinions expressed, in which I 
entirely agree, followed almost in the, same breath by recommenda¬ 
tions with whicli these opinions are absolutely incompatible and in¬ 
consistent. 

It has hitherto been the general aim and sentiment of the Liberal 
party to obtain the abolition of " limited ownership,'^ by which is 
meant ownership limited, by deeds of entail or s>/ttlement, to. a life 
interest. Yot not a few of the very men who are now urging this, 
at a time when already it has been very nearly attained, are the 
same men who arc demanding of Parliament to make the owner¬ 
ship of land more " limited ** than ever. Moreover, the new limita¬ 
tions are to be much more mischievous than tlie old. The old 
kind of limitation was one at least compatible with the fullest 
sense of endurance and stability. Men who regarded their,sons’ 
interest as identical with their own had every possible incitement 
and inducement to improve the land of which individually they 
were only life-owners. Consequently, this kind of limitation co¬ 
existed with the fullest sense of property, with the utmost desire to 
improve, and with the most self-sacrificing devotion of income to 
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outlays of every kind tending to increase the produce of the soil. It 
is, indeed, notorious that the best and most liberally managed estates 
have been, and now are, tlie estates of 6ld families held under 
various forms of settlement. No doubt upon small estates the opera¬ 
tion of limited ownership ” was less favourable, not bqpause there 
was less motive to 'improve, but because there was less power to do 
so from the limited rental. The real objection to the limitations on 
ownership which consisted in hereditary life interests, was that they 
prevented the free sale of laud when such sale was really 
required to place estates in the hands of men who had more capital 
or a larger free income. But these limitations were not of a nature 
to discourage men from the acquisition of laud. On the contrary, 
they ministered to the desire of acquiring land, because they enabled 
men to satisfy to some extent the natural ambition of founding a 
family. In this form, and in this sense, under the old system, life 
interests were really and effectually perpetual interests; and the un¬ 
questionable evils which accompanied them were largely modified 'by 
those higher motives which give to men an interest in future generations. 

But some reformers who have been most eager to abolish limitations 
of ibis class are now advocating other limitations, on the ownership 
of land, which are infinitely more injurious, because they are wholly 
unaccompanied by any of the .compensating motives which have 
made so many old entailed estates the very best models of en¬ 
lightened management and of bounteous outlay. Whilst professing 
to desire the extension' and multiplication of ownership in the soil, 
they insist on measures which destroy ownership altogether, by divid¬ 
ing it between a duality or a multiplicity of interests, with no in¬ 
telligible principle to regulate the division, and with no freedom 
between man and maurto settle matters of business on business prin¬ 
ciples. Whilst professing to do away with what they call “ feudalism,” 
and to establish in its stead a purely commercial ownership in the 
soil, they insist upon State interference to an extent, and in a form, 
which must scare away commercial capital, because it renders the 
reward of outlay and expenditure absplutely uncertain, and artificially 
precarious. 

If a poor man, by dint of great industry and self-denial, saves 
enough money to buy a bit of land, and to equip - it with all the 
necessary apparatus of cultivation, he ought to be equally free to 
cultivate that land himself, or to let it out on hire, either wholly or 
in part, precisely as he may find most suitable for himself and for 
his family. But how can he do this when the State steps in and 
tells him that if he ventures to let it on hire his tcuaut must become 
part owner with himself, that the bargain he mak^s with him must 
bo subject to revision from time to time .by some “ Court,” or that 
some trifling outlay on the part of his tenant—perhaps some twentieth 
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or thirtieth part of his owa outlay—is to (five that tenant the right 
of selling the occupancy of the whole possession ? Is it possible 
that men of common-sense can ever be induce^ to invest money 
in the purchase of land under such irrational conditions ? If 
the ownership of land is ever to be indeed made free and acces¬ 
sible to all who may have the taste and the means to invest their 
capital in it, the whole aim and object of legislation ought to be to 
give conddence, and not to shake it. Such confidence cannot be 
given by ** meddling and muddling legislation. The natural vicis¬ 
situdes of the seasons, and still more the system of free imports, 
make the returns from agricultural land of necessity more or less 
precarious. But if, in addition to the necessity of calculating these 
adverse chances, an owner of land must also contemplate the purely 
arbitrary interference of Parliament with the freedom of his bargains 
with other men, nobody can have the smallest conQdence in such 
ownership as an investment which is desirable or even tolerably safe. 

1 commit myself to no abstract dogma against legislation in any 
sphere of conduct. It is enough to say that individual freedom is 
the rule» and that every attempt to interfere with it must make out 
its own case of high expediency or of necessity. Life, Health, and 
Morals arc, speaking generally, the interests on behalf of which the 
law has been most frequently and most properly called upon to 
interfere, in recent years, by protective regulations. Experience 
has shown that such interference is often called for—although even 
in these the extent of interference is necessarily limited. We 
protect Life from a few dangers, but not from a thousand qthers. 
Wo protect Health from a few sources of attaint, but from a few only. 
Even such a dear case as compulsory vaccination is in some danger 
of breaking down. We can, and we do, take some legislative precau¬ 
tions, in the interest of Mofals, as, for example, against frauds such 
as adulteration of goods. But the general rule is of necessity the 
rule caveat emptor —let each man look out for himself. And so, 
without laying down any abstract dogma, we may say with truth that 
all experience as well as all reasoning is against any legislative 
attempt to regulate the price of anything, whether to diminish or to 
increase it. The conditions which determine Price in all matters 
whatever are too many and too complicated, too nicely adjusted to 
motives and inducements which arc out of sight, to be a subject on 
which legislation can ever interfere with advantage, or, indeed, without 
disaster. 

Now the conditions on which one man may hire land &om axmther 
are in the main conditions of Price. . That is to say, they will be so 
when the reformers have attained their professed object of abolishing 
all the softening and modifying considerations which thqy call 
“ feudal.” These modifying considerations will be kept up by all 
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old proprietors. But the new proprietors who are to be induce^ to 
buy land on the commercial footing will be free from them—except 
in so far as they spring and grow up nafurally from the very nature 
of a relation which is more enduring than other forms of commercial 
dealing. But let us render unto Feeling the influences which belong 
to it, and to Bight and Justice the influences which belong to them. 
There can be no result but utter confusion when the law confounds 
the two. 

If ever there was a case in which it is needless for law to under¬ 
take the functions which naturally belong to men in tlicir individual 
capacity, it is in the c^e of the ownership of agricultural land. The 
ultimate interests of the State, and of such an owner, are, and must 
be, identical in the long run. No man can make money out of 
agricultural land except by increasing its produce. Even tbc compara¬ 
tively small or barren areas of ground which can be used for purposes 
of pleasure, can hardly be said to be exceptions to t|^is rule, because, 
although they may not increase produce, they bring rents which arc 
largely expended on the improvement of land which is purely agri¬ 
cultural. Lord Hartington was thoroughly, right in his recent speech 
when he said, ** I believe the interests of Isndowncrs correspond with 
their duties.” This is the fundamental fact with regard to ownership 
which leads up to the conclusion to which he pointed in the same 
speech—that he should make the land not less free, but more free ” 
—more easily acquired, and, when acquired, as freely dealt with. He 
added, with equally obvious truth, You will not attract buyers to 
the purchase of land if you begin by encumbering the possession of 
land with restrictions and liabilities which attach to no other de¬ 
scription of property.” 

The truth of all this has been signally illustrated by the results,' 
so far as they have gone, of the last Irish Land Act. No doubt 
this case of legislation is complicated both by political violence and 
by a concurrent period of agricultural depression. But so far as 
regards the depression we know that Occupancy—that is to say. 
Tenant-right—fetches a full price when it is sold. It is the 
Ownership, not the Occupancy, of land which has become wholly un¬ 
saleable. This is partly the result of a complete unsettlement of the 
public mind on every question relating to landed property, and an 
indefluite expectation that it will be still farther iujuriously Affected 
by legidation. But allowing for all these causes, or rather counting 
them as part and parcel of one series of effects, there is, over and 
above, this fatal blow to ownership—that the Act provides for an 
arbitrary re-adjustment of rents every fifteen years. Now this period 
is not long enough to allow for the mere repayment of capital spent 
upon imfffovements. If a landlord were to lay out money on buildings, 
or on drainage, he could not recover from the tenant within the time, 
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ii^the shape of increased rent^ or in the shape of interest^ enough to 
recoup him for his outla^r and his risk. The Court at the end of 
fifteen years may cut down the rent far below the figure at which it 
stood before, and the whole of the landlord's outlay wpuld thus 
become a dead loss. The Court is bound by no principle whatever. 
It docs not administer ** law," nor any known judicial principle. It 
is not even bound to consider the element of market>value. It 
administers a purely arbitrary discretion : and there is the constant 
underlying feeling in the whole community, that such a Court may 
take, and will very probably take, "public feeling," or in other 
words political passion, into account in deciding what is a " fair ** 
rent. The consequence of this legislation now is that the State is 
placed in the ridiculous position of having to offer a large bribe to 
induce men to purchase land in Ireland, although of all countries in 
the world it is the one in which " land hunger" most extensively 
prevails. Moreover, this bribe is offered, not to capitalists, but 
exclusively to the existing tenants, who, over a large part of Ireland, 
are notoriously impecunious. I do not know whether that bribe will 
succeed or not. My own impression is that it will not, and that for 
the simple reason that until rent is restored to its natural position,— 
until the State ceases to regulate price through the interventiou of a 
body purely arbitrary in its action,—no confidence can be restored to 
men who seek to own the commodity which is subject to such a 
process. The ownership of land in Ireland has become unsaleable 
because the law has made it a‘worthless article. If, however, any 
large number of occupiers are tempted to become owners, we may be 
quite sure that the first thing they will do will be to agitate for the 
abolition of those laws which restrain them in the free dealing with 
the property they have acquired. Mr. Gladstone himself declared 
in one of his speeches that there is no country in the world which 
would derive so much benefit as Ireland from perfectly free trade in 
land. It would seem as if erroneous legislation had then got us into 
a vicious circle. Out of that circle there is no escape, except in a 
great accession to the number of owners: whilst in it there is little 
or no hope of men ever wishing to enter the ranks of that proscribed 
and fettered class. 

But any approach to this kind of legislation, mischievous as it has 
been in Ireland, would be still more mischievous and even fatal in 
England and in Scotland. Even the Irish Land Act indicated the 
admission by Parliament that rents ought not to be dealt with by 
the Land Court in cases where the owner had equipped farms with 
all permanent improvements. This system, which was comparatively 
rare in Ireland, is all but universal in England and in Scotland. The 
capital invested by owners, first in the purchase of the land, and next 
in its equipment and improvement, is always immensely greater than 



LAND RBFORMBRS. 


475 


the capital which the teaant invests in mere tillage. Yet many " land 
reformers^' are now aiming at legislation which is to over-proteot 
that one of the two parties who contributes a mere fraction of the 
total capital involved^ at the expense of invading and imperilling the 
security of that other one of the two parties who Contributes - the 
great bulk of that capital. Any such legislation will be not only 
unjust as regards the past, but prohibitive as regards the future. 
Old owners will be punished and fined in proportion to the extent *of 
the outlay they have made on the security of ancient and universal 
laws; whilst new men, warned by their fate, will eschew that kind 
of property and of outlay which is exposed to such a fate. We may 
depend upon it that, if we, desire a large number of new men 40 
become owners of laud, we must so direct legislation, or so let it 
remain, that they may be free to make the very best aud the very 
most of it. Whether they wish to cultivate it themselves or to let it 
out for hire to others, they must be allowed to do so unencumbered 
and unembarrassed by vexatious limitatious. 

Then there is another item of some ** land reformers' ** creed which 
is equally obnoxious to every principle of common-sense. That item 
is what is called ** free cultivation/^ By this it is meant that, when 
an industrious aud saving man has invested his capital in^ land, he 
must not prevent any tenant to whom he may let it from raising 
exhausting crops and then throwing it up into the owner’s hands 
spent and ruined—a mere caput mortaum. Of course it will be 
denied that this is intended. But, as it never can be to the interest 
of any owner of land to prevent his tenant from raising the most 
profitable crops which arc consistent with good husbandry, it is quite 
certain that the demand for free cultivation ** means cultivation free 
from the restraints which owners must impose in self-defence against 
the scourging aud impoverishment of their land. Those who raise 
this cry are for the most part criers who are themselves wholly 
ignorant of agriculture, aud wholly incapable of judgiog what 
restraints are and what are not required for the maiutenance of good 
husbandry. New owners will certainly require freedom to judge for 
themselves what practices are, and what practices are not, compatible 
with the ruin of their land, if this freedom is not allowed, then the 
professed aim and object of all these “ reforms " will not be attained. 
Men will not invest in a kind of property over which dreamers and 
theorists of every kind are allowed to exert their confusing influence 
in legislation. It is especially irrational to suppose that any statute 
can ever deal satisfactorily or justly with such a subject, seeing that the 
progress of agricultural knowledge in chemistry is perpetually making ' 
new discoveries as to the crops which can or cannot be raised on 
particular soils, and under what conditions as to manures or as to 
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intervals of rotation. These are details which must be left to perfect 
freedom of contract between tnan and man. No owner of land can 
have any conceivable object in restraining his tenant from any culti¬ 
vation which is profitable and yet not permanently injurious to the 
soil. On the contrary, it must always be his direct interest to 
encourage*and promote every kind of good husbandry which is 
really such. 

But I pass from small owners to small occupiers of land. 1 am 
fully satisfied that, in many parts of the country, the consolidation of 
farms has been carried to an excess. But this is an evil which will 
cure itself. The owners of land are finding out that the smaller 
class of farms are less aObeted by the agricultural depreciation than 
the very large farms. But as farmers of all kinds and degrees are 
men who hire land because they have not enough capital to buy it, 
and also to stock it and cultivate it, the whole class of hirers must 
depend on the class of owners to supply that portion of the capital 
which consists in the price of the land, and in the cost of its buildings, 
fencing, and draining. The same general considerations, therefore, 
apply to all legislation which aims at the establishment of small farms 
in lieu of large farms. It must give absolute security to the capital 
invested by the owner, and any special and forced protection of the 
occupier, whose capital is smaller and more "floating," must of 
necessity defeat its own object. 

There^is nothing, however, against sound principle in this work 
being undertaken, cither by private companies becoming owners of 
estates and cutting them up into small possessions, or in the same 
work being undertaken by public bodies. I assume that these 
bodies will honestly buy land in the market, and at the market price. 
There never was a better time. Millions' worth of land is in the 
market. Municipalities are already in many cases enabled by local 
Acts to buy land for building purposes, and in some cases fox; 
allotments. In many cities they have exercised these powers with 
benefit, and even with pecuniary gain. But this is a very different 
thing from undertaking the duties and functions of uMandowner over 
a large number of farming tenants. Very, few persons among the 
reformers have any adequate idea of the''outlays and of the risks this 
would involve—all to be met out of the rates. But here, again, if 
it is to succeed, the municipal “ bodies ” must themselves be free 
to let their land on what conditions they please—^that is to say, on 
whatever conditions they find acceptable ih the market. Many of 
the Burghs in Scotland are proprietors of farming land Hia part of 
the " Public Good " of the town. They always manage their estates 
precisely on the same principles on which individual landlords 
manage their estates. They build the necessary buildings, they 
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drain &b 4 fence^ and th^ generallj let their iimna by public auction, 
which is rather the exception than the rule on many private 
estates. 

In all these cases, then, what wc. want is not restriction, but 
freedom—the same freedom which is needed above all things in 
every other business of life, and which is certainly not fess needed 
in a business which is liable to be affected, not only by the vicissi¬ 
tudes of the seasons in our own country, but by the overflowing 
production of all other countries in the world. 

Lpass now both from smaller properties in land, and from smaller 
* farms, to an object which is essentially distinct from both—namely, 
the object of providing allotments of land for labourers, or for men 
who belong in a general sense to the labouring classes. There is no 
object with which I have a greater sympathy. But one essential 
preliminary to success is that the cry against '' enclosures ** be re¬ 
sisted, or at least that it be listened to only when toned down to 
common^sense. h>cry allotment is an enclosure. The very essence 
of it is that it is some given area of land fenced off, enclosed, and 
given over to the exclusive possession of soipc individual man. The 
progress of enclosures has been the progress of civilization and the 
progress of agricultural improvement. It has been universally so 
regarded, even by such Liberals as Jeremy Bentbam. For purposes 
of recreation, where these arc required by the popiilation of great 
cities, the preservation of commons is, indeed, an excellent object. 
But for the purposes of agriculture, whether pursued by labouring 
men, or by farmers, or by small owners, the principle of individualism 
is essential. I am not excluding the case of club-farms, which are, 
as yet, purely experimental. In fact, the club becomes an individual 
in this case. I am speaking of the old ^^common-rights,'' the wide 
disappearance of which is so often deplored as a robbery " of the 
labouring classes. Under that system the only result was wide areas 
of land given over to a few flocks of geese, a few donkeys, and some 
inferior cattle. Under such a system no land can ever be improved, 
no stock can ever be raised in quality. No man will ever expend 
his earnings in buying a better bull, or a better cow, or a better 
ram if the quality of the stock is to be kept down by the inferior 
beasts of his careless neighbours. T have always found in my own 
experience that, where grazings are held in common, the most indus¬ 
trious men invariably ask that, if possible, their share shall be sepa¬ 
rately enclosed. And jthis is the system of all modem allotments, 
whether the separation be from commons or from.larger farms which 
have already been enclosed. They arc all enclosures. All their value, 
and all their hopefulness as regards success, is that they should be 
essentially individual, attainable by individual thrift and industry. 
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secured to individual skill and perseverance. But in tbis^ as in all 
the other cases, the very possibility of successful cultivation depends 
on an equipment in houses for man and beast, and in fencing, which 
is very costly. If these are to be provided by larger capitalists, or by 
public bodies charging the cost upon fhe rates, then such bodies 
must 1)0 free to let the allotments at rents which will be remunera¬ 
tive. And not only must they be free to do so, but they must be 
bound to do so, otherwise the system will certainly degenerate into 
a new form of outdoor relief. 

There is another branch of the subject on which many land* 
reformers are very inconsiderate as to the real effect of their Jpro- 
posals. Land must always belong to that which Mr. Gladstone called, 
in one of the most famous of his Budget speeches, rateable property.*’ 
It is the most conspicuous, the most accessible, the most tempting to 
all taxing and rating authorities. Yet it is unquestionably, the least 
remunerative and fruitful as a source of income, and pays the lowest 
rate of interest. There arc, indeed, great diflScultics—perhaps in¬ 
superable difficulties—in making personal property pay any adequate 
share of the local taxes which now affect exclusively the property 
called rateable. This places a high premium on all iuvestmeuts 
of capital which arc free from rales, and tends to a correspond¬ 
ing discouragement of investments in land. This discouragement 
will be immensely aggravated by every new scliemc which contem¬ 
plates Ivcavicr rates for purposes wdiich arc quite new, and the success 
of which is at least purely ex])crirocuta]. But, besides all this, it is 
one of the aims of many so-callcd reformers to treat rateable property 
on precisely the same footing, as regards imperial taxation, as if it 
bore no special burden in respect to rates. Yet it is quite certain 
that every proposal of this kind will tend to make the possession of 
land more and more a luxury for the rich, and less and less attractive 
as a means of living for the poor, or even for men of moderate means. 
1 doubt whether small owners would'survive a very few generations 
of a succession duty levied on capital value, in addition to the neces¬ 
sary burden of all local rates. Kich men, with moiiey derived from 
other sources, may afford it easily, for they would pay it out of ex¬ 
traneous resources. But small owners would be compelled on every 
succession either to sell or to borrow. The result of this cannot be 
doubtful. Small ownership would be rendered more difficult than 
ever; or perhaps those who cling to it would be slowly but surely 
reduced to such conditions of life as have been so graphically described 
in the recent most interesting papers of Lady Verney on the Peasant 
Proprietors of many parts of Prance. 

The true aim of all reformers ought to be to make land as easily 
acquired as possible, and, when acquired, to make it as freely dealt 
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with as any other kind of property. And as, in the-nature of things, 
it must always h6 more burdened than other property for local pur¬ 
poses, the incidence of imperial taxation should be regulated with a 
due regard to this unaToidable necessity. Unrestricted imports 
must make agriculture more than ever precarious in this bountry. 
And if we wish it to be pursued by men who are comparatiTely poor, 
we must not so direct our measures as to discourage others from 
assisting them with their capital, by trammels, restrictions, and 
obligations from which every other industry is free. 


Aboyli.. 
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U NDER ordinary circumstances, the bare record of a yachting 
cruise in waters which liavc been made familiar by the writings 
of far abler pens than mine, as well as by much direct personal ex¬ 
perience, would possess no attractions for the readers of the Contem- 
roiiARY Review. The value of the record, if such there be, will 
clearly be in tlie fact that it refers to incidents which have been par¬ 
ticipated in, to a greater or less extent, by one on whom the eyes of 
his countrymen, and indeed of most men, have long been fixed with 
attention, and whose personal importance extends its induence to all 
his actions. In consenting, tlicrcforc, to write an account of the cruise, 
I felt, after considerable hesitation, that the simplest, and in every 
way the most desirable mode of doing so would be to send a 
transcript of my travelling diary, without attempting to add to it in 
any way. 

The circumstances which led to the voyage to Norway being under¬ 
taken by Mr. Gladstone are well known, and require no further allusion. 
It will be suiHcicut to say that, all the necessary arrangements for the 
cruise having been made, we embarked on boa^d the Sunbeam at 
Greenhithc on Saturday, August 8 (having deferred our departure 
until the afternoon, in order to enable Mr. and Mrs. Gladstone to be 
present at the christening of their grandson), and proceeded thence, 
under steam, at 6.30 f.m., stopping at Gravesend for a few‘ 
minutes on the way down .the river. Our party consisted of 
Mr. and Mrs. Gladstone, Miss Mary Gladstone, Mrs. Bridge, Sir 
Andrew Clark, Mr. Arnold Morley, Mr. George Leveson-Gower, 
Mr. L. V. - Harcourt, my husband, three daughters and myself. 
The wind was fresh from the south-west, and as it increased we flew 
before it, under full sail, at the* rate of .from ten to thirteen knota 
hour. 
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Sunday, August 9.—We all breakfasted together, except Mr, 
Gladstone, who remained in bis cabin, whence Se listened later on 
to the morning serrice, held as usual in the saloon. The weather* 
■vras fine, and we progr^sed rapidly, passing through a large fleet of 
fishing-boats upon the Dogger Bank. Most of the party assembled 
for evening prayers and dinner, after which the breeze freshened 
considerably, 

Mmday, August 10.—Early in the morning the wind changed its 
direction about two points, and increased in force. Several of those 
on board suflcred a good deal; but Mr. Gladstone, by keeping q^uiet 
in his cabin, was not at all uncomfortable, much to the satisfaction 
of Sir Andrew Clark. We had sighted the light on Ekero during 
the previous evening, and it had therefore been necessary to shorten 
sail, so as not to make the land too soon, and also to get up steam, 
in order to pass through the narrows. A terribly bad night we had 
of it, rolling and pitching about. The noises on deck, as the sails 
were shifted and trimmed, added to our discomfort, the yacht having 
to put aboutfand heave-to in the face of a stiff twelve-knot breeze, with 
a heavy sea running. At four a m. we took on board our pilot, the 
same man, curiously enough, who had been with us in the Sunbeam 
during her first cruise, in 1874, and who, thirty years ago, had acted 
as pilot to my husband in his little yacht the Cymba, during her 
voyagfe up the Baltic. 

Tuesday, August 11.—By seven oMock we were safely anchored 
in the small harbour of Stavanger, close to the clean little town of 
name; and all met at breakfast in good spirits, though some¬ 
what fatigued by the jerkings, tossings, and boldiugs-on, of the past 
night. The Zingara yacht, with the Duchess of Montrose, Lord 
Winchilsca, Admiral Montgomery, Dr. Wilson, and Mr. Taylor on 
board, was anchored not far from us, weatherbound, on her way from 
Hardangcr to Ekero, 

On landing, at about twelve o'clock, the reception which we met 
with in this comparatively out-of-the-way place, where our visit had 
been totally unexpected, was very striking. From early morning 
little groups of townspeople had been hovering about the quays, 
trying to get h distant glimpse of the world-renowned statesman who 
was among our passengers; and when I at last steered our heavily 
laden gig to the landing-place, Mr. and Mrs. Gladstone received a 
cordial and enthusiastic welcome from the assembled spectators, who 
lined the streets, bareheaded, for some little distance, and who 
afterwa^s followed us at a respectful interval, as we walked through 
the town. Every window" and doorway was filled with onlookers, 
several flags had been hoisted in honour of the occasion, and the 
church bells were se’t ringing. It was interesting and touching 
to see ^tbe ex-Minister walking up the natrow street, bis bat 
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almost constantly raised in response to the salutations of the 
townspeople. 

After visiting and inspecting the old church, our party divided, 
some going for a long walk, while others returned on board the 
yacht to meet the little steamer which had been provided for us by 
the A^'ice-Ccmsul. In this vessel we proceeded to Aardal, at ,the 
head of one of the branches of the Stavanger Piord. Here we dis¬ 
embarked, and, provided with fishing-rods of various sizes, took up our 
)X)8itions by the waterside. The children were near a small stream 
famous for the excellence of its fish; I was close to the mouth of 
a large river, for the clmncc of some sea-trout; while others walked 
on to the falls. Unfortunately there was very little water, the best 
pools being almost empty. In these circumstances opr fishing was 
not very successful j and the afternoon having turned out wet, we ulti¬ 
mately sought rest and shelter at a neighbouring cottage, where a 
civil woman, with an enormous family of small infants, provided us 
with excellent milk and sweet rusks. ^ 

It was a clean, tidy six-roomed house, and numerous as were the 
children, they were all well clad and evidently well fed. In fact, 
the well-to-do appearance of all the people about here is quite 
striking. 

We then went to see the nets drawn, with unsatisfactory result, 
and subsequeutly returned to the steamer, wet hut merry. On our 
way down the fiord we stopped at one point to hear the splendid 
echo, the sound of which reverberated among the chains of moun¬ 
tains like distant artillery—to use a hackheyed hut useful simAe. 
We had a cheery dinner on board the little steamer, with the Vice- 
Consul amf captain as our hosts, and managed to exchange a good 
many ideas, notwithstanding our limited acquaintance with each 
other's language. It was eleven o'clock before we reached the 
Sunbeam, wlicre wc found that the time had passed pleasantly 
during our absence, the visitors having included a party from the 
Zingara, and an agreeable Norwegian family, who were greatly de¬ 
lighted with the yacht, talked a little English, and riade sweet music 
by singing some charming national songs. 

Wednesday, August 12.—About 8.30 a.m. we, got under weigh, 
left the friendly little harbour of Stavanger, which had sheltered us 
for thirty-six hours, and steamed up the far-famed Hardanger Fiord, 
the grandeur of the scenery of which is too well known to need 
description by me. 

Strawberries of various kinds are here cheap and plentiful. Yester¬ 
day morning we were surprised to receive some of enormous size, but 
remarkable for their complete want of flavour. Last night, on the 
other hand, we enjoyed, on board the steamer, a delicious mess of 
tiny mountain strawberries, of fine flavour, with some rich cream. 
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The day was showety^ and the fleeting clouds and sudden gleams 
of bright sunshine produced some wonderful eflhcts of light and 
shade on the fresh green flclds^ the golden stubble (fo^ the corn is 
already cut^ altliongh little more than a month ago the snow was 
on the ground) and the toy-Hke red, white, and yellow wooden 
houses, each the exact counterpart of the other, and all dbtted .about 
on the hillsides and banks of the Fiord in the most haphazard 
fashion. 

We anchored off Lervig about five o’clock, and at once landed at 
^ the village, some of the party starting on a walking expedition, while 
I with others went fishing. A rough country cart, drawn by a 
small dun ])ucy, with a fair-haired boy as driver, was hired for our 
use, and, some walking, some driving, we proceeded iintil we were 
met by a farmer, who rowed us to a charming lake just above the 
village of Lervig. Here we fished for some time, in the midst of 
one of the heavy thunder-storms peculiar to mountainous countries, 
and subsequently returned to the yacht, drenched through and 
through, but with a nice basketful of small trout. 

Mr. and Mrs. Gladstone, Sir Andrew Clark, and other members 
of the walking party, under the guidance of the pastor of the parish, 
had in the meantime made a pleasant little excursion, in the course 
of which they had visited a room, seven hundred years old, said to 
have been at one time the palace of a king. The building, which is 
now walled over in order to preserve it, was originally constructed 
of huge baulks of timber, procured from far larger trees than any 
which now exist in Norway, the forests having all been nut down. 

Thursday, Avgust 13.—We started at 8.30 a.m., and proceeded 
under steam up the llardanger Fiord. The mountains on either side 
rise in places to a height of from 3,000 to 5,000 feet j but there are 
not so many glaciers and snow-fields to be seen upon them as, for 
iustance, in the Sogne Fiord, where we hope to go later on. There 
arc, however, two magnificent waterfalls, aud the banks throughout 
are wonderfully fertile and well wooded. On we went, past Tergen 
and the island of Varalso, past.Jondal and Utnc—the point of junc¬ 
tion with the Siir Floid, until at last wO reached Vik, at the end of the 
Eid Fiord, where we anchored, at 5.30 p.m., in the only possible place, 
close to the shore, in thirty-five fathoms of water, with sixty fathoms 
of chain out. Close by is a fine salmon river, leased by Mr. Walters 
and his son, who also have another river above the lake. They were 
extremely kind in giving the whole of our party free permission to 
fish, as well as in sending some splendid salmon on board. Mr. 
Walters and bis son also dined with us, and gave us some interesting 
information about the place and their experiences here, and the 
method which is adopted of preserving salmon in ice for exportation 
to England. We discussed very fully all our plans for the great 
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expedition (for it was really rather an undertaking, especially for 
those not in the most robust health) which we proposed to make the 
next day to the Voring Fob ; and our council lasted so long that it 
was quite late before we separated for the night. 

Friday,Avgust 14.—At about 3.30 a.m. I was awoke by "Sir Roger " 
(my intelligent black poodle) standing over me, scratching with all hia 
might and main at the clothes, and barking violently. Having severely 
scolded him for this irregular conduct and told himtoliedown,! tried to 
go to sleep again, dreamily wondering what could be the cause of sundry 
violent thumps and bumps on the side of the vessel, whether some¬ 
thing was wrong with the rudder, or whether some careless sailor had 
left a block hanging loose overboard; until at last there came a 
knocking at the cabin door, and Kindred, our iirst mate, addressing 
Tom in a very melancholy voice, said, “ Please, sir, 1 want to get up 
steam, as her stern is touching the shore,** We were on deck in a 
very few moments, and there, to our horror, we found our beloved 
iiunbeam, lying almost broadside on to a rocky beach, from which a 
sharp stone pier jutted out, her yards projecting over the garden of 
the suug-lookiug little hotel, the windows of which were now filled 
with night-gowned figures. 

Fortunately, the predicament in which the yacht was placed had 
been observed from the shore by Mr. Walters, who obtained assist- 
' ance, and thus enabled us, by means of a hawser laid out to a buoy, 
to keep the vessel's bow from touching the ground. So abruptly does 
the shore shelve at this point, that although wc were aground by the 
stern, there was at least ten fathoms of water forward. Then came 
sudden gusts and willicwaughs,’* rushing down from the mountains, 
accompanied by torrents of rain, causing us, as soon as our stern was 
once more clear of the ground, to swing round in a perfectly helpless 
and alarming manner, and finally to drift down upon a large fishing- 
smack which had dropped her anchor rather too close to us during 
the night, and was now in dangerous proximity. As the two vessels 
met, ominous cracks and splinteriugs were heard, and a certain 
amount of damage was done, notwithstanding the efforts which 
were made by the use of boat-hooks, fenders, and deck-seats, to lessen 
the effects of the collision. There was no one on board the fishing- 
boat, and some of our men therefore climbed into her, and cut away 
a portion of the rigging, which had become entangled in ours, and 
which, it may be added, was old and rotten. The result 
was that the wind nearly carried her mast overboard; so that 
as soon as we were again free, we replaced with new rope that 
which had been destroyed on board the smack. All this time 
we were getting up steam, which was a matter of a couple of hours. 
When at last all was ready for a start, there came a few moments 
of great anxiety as to whether the Sunbeam*s screw had been 
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injured by the rough contact with the shore; but our doubts on 
this score were soon relieved, and we at once proceeded to steam 
slowly ahead, and to pick up our sixty fathoms of chain, the anchor 
finally appearing crown-foremost, with three turns of the cable 
round the stock—a sufficient reasoin for its failure to hold the 
ground. We made another attempt to remain at our anchorage by 
dropping two anchors, each with sixty fathoms of chain attached; 
but the force of the wind was by this time so great that after being 
once more nearly driven ashore, we were reluctantly compelled to 
heave them up again, and to proceed under steam to Odde in search 
of better shelter, leaving all our fishing and expeditionary programme 
unaccomplished, our salmon and ice behind, and, 1 am sorry to add, 
some of our bills unsettled for the time being. 

About five o’clock, wbeu the incident of the collision was prac¬ 
tically terminated, and we were having some coffee to warm ourselves, 
after our six " mauvaia quarts d’heure,” Mr. Gladstone appeared at 
the door of his cabin in the saloon, where we were sitting, and was 
greatly interested in hearing what had happened, and in the present 
condition of affairs. Baby, too, had come up from her berth some 
tifne previously to know what could be the matter, and what all the 
noise was about; and Mrs. Bridge, Mabelle, and Mr. Morley had been 
on deck throughout; but with these exceptions the remainder of our 
passengers had either slept through the affair in blissful ignorance 
that all was not as it should be, or had not troubled themselves to 
turn out from their comfortable beds to ascertain what was happening, 
though they had been conscious that something was wrong, and that 
the noises which disturbed them were somewhat extraordinary. 

It was 7.30 A.M. by the time we had fairly left Vik,*and eleven 
o’clock before we reached Odde, at the head of the Sor Fiord—o 
southward-stretchiug arm of the Hardanger; the weather meanwhile 
having greatly improved, thus enabling us to enjoy the splendid 
Bceneiy to the best advantage. At Odde, a pretty little village, and 
an important centre for excursions, we found that a large new hotel 
—the Hardanger—had been built since our last visit to the place, 
eleven years ago. At this establishment we proceeded to make 
the necessary arrangements for afternoon expeditions, Mr. Gladstone, 
Sir Andrew Clark, Mr. Leveson-Gower and Tom deciding to visit 
the Laathefos and Skarsfos, while Mrs. Gladstone and I, with the 
rest of the party, went to the Buerbras Glacier. We drove in . 
stolkjoerres to the Sandeuvand Lake, and having rowed across, 
found horses and guides (one of whom had been engaged by .us. 
when here before, and who recognized us with pleasure) awaiting., 
us. Mounted as well as circumstances would permit, for there 
was a great scarcity of saddles, we proceeded up the smiling fertile 
valley to within a mile of our destination, whence we scrambled 
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over the rocks and rough ground until we reached the beautiful 
dark blue icc arch at the foot of the glacier,, and finally found 
ourselves touching the glacier itself, which, as is usually the case, 
looked much less bright and sparkling and unsullied than it had 
done from a distance, the surface of the lower portion being covered 
with the stones and dirt which had fallen upon it from the mountain¬ 
sides as it forced its way downwards, Mr. Harcourt took some 
photographs of the scene, which wc much hope will turn out 
successfully. The atmospheric effects were fine, but somewhat too 
transient, heavy showers obliging us to seek frequent shelter beneath 
the rocks. It was altogether rather an arduous little expedition, and 
. we all thought it wonderfully plucky of Mrs. Gladstone to persevere 
to the end. 

We had a rough row back across the lake, on the shore of which 
we met Tom and Mr. Leveson-Gover walking down from the 
Laathefos, whence Mr. Gladstone and Sir Andrew Clark had already 
preceded them. Then a very quick drive—the horses galloping 
down-hill and round the sharp corners as hard as ever they could— 
brought us back to Odde, where having paid a brief visit of inspection 
to the old church, and called on the Bishop of Durham, who, with 
bis two chaplains (the llev. J. K. Harmcr and the llcv. II. 13. Savage), 
is staying here for a few days, we returned to the yacht. 

At Odde, as elsewhere in Norway, it has been extremely interest¬ 
ing to observe the way in which Mr. Gladstone is received, or rather 
greeted, by the country people. Without undue pressing or curio¬ 
sity, they regard him with the closest attention and evident admira- . 
tion, baring tbeir heads ns he passes, and gazing after liim with looks 
which betoken admiration and respect. This is not only the case 
in the villages, but in remote places where we have been fishing, and 
on byroads and paths, where we have happened to meet with any of 
the peasantry. The fact, strange as it may seem, that these Nor¬ 
wegian country-folk should know so much about Mr. Gladstone, and, 
having heaixi of his arrival in their part of the country, should be so 
greatly interested to see him, impressed us deeply. 

Satufdayy August 15.—About ten o'clock, Mr. Gladstone, Mabelle, 
and most of the gentleihen set out for the Skjccggedalfos. They 
ought really to have started earlier, for the expedition there and 
back occupies at least thirteen hours. The result of the delay was 
that, although they enjoyed the row to Plads Tyssedal, and the 
charming though somewhat steep walk thence to Gaardeu Skjsegge- 
dal, they did not actually proceed as far as the fall itself. 

In the meantime I drove Mrs. Gladstone, in a stolkjoerre, Muriel 
and Sir Andrew Clark, Baby and Miss Gladstone accompanying us 
in similar vehicles, to the Laathefos and Skarsfos. On the way we 
met Mr. Harcourt and Mrs. ^Bridge, who had been taking some 
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plioto^aplis, Muriel returned with them to fish, aud we thought 
that Sir Andrew Clark had done the same. Wo therefore continued 
our course and ascended to the top of the mountain, by means of a 
good but steep zigzag road, commanding extensire views of the 
Folgefund Glacier. At the summit we found that thoughtful 
provision for the requirements of picnic parties had 'been made 
by the Norwegian Alpiue Club, in the form of a atone table and 
seats, of which we availed ourselves while the horses rested. After 
walking on'a little farther to see the Espelands-fos, and stopping 
to pick some of the innumerable berries of all kinds and colours-— 
purple, blue, crimson, scarlet, and yellow—growing by the wayside, 
which held forth great promises in the way of table decoration, 
beside being very |lod to eat, we returned in the direction of Odde; 
Baby and I driving down quickly in order to do some fishing; 
while Mrs. and Miss Gladstone, after staying a little while longer 
to admire the view, followed slowly, gathering flowers on the way. 
Half-way down, to our surprise, we found Sir Andrew Clark resting 
by the wayside, not having returned with the fishing party, as wc 
had expected him to do, and having thus been left behind. 
While wc were at lunch several carrioles had passed us en route 
from Christiania to Odde, including one procession of eight of these 
vehicles, seven of which were occupied by as many women, who 
would have been " unprotectedfemales, but for the occupant of 
the eighth, their tolk," or escort-guide, who brought up the rear. 
We found the boats awaiting our arrival, but the fishing was not 
very successful’. Baby hooked one fish of about four pounds imme¬ 
diately ; but the landing-net unfortunately was not ready, and she 
lost it, 

Sunday^ August Ifi.—At half-past eight o'clock, in the midst of a 
heavy and continuous downpour of rain, the Bishop of Durham aud 
his two chaplains came on board to celebrate the Holy Communion. 
Later on we landed to attend the English service held by the 
Bishop at the hotel; and at noon we proceeded to the Norwegian 
church close by, a plain wooden, whitewashed structure, with a slate 
roof and a tiny spire. The interior Was equally modest and unpre¬ 
tentious in style, the walls of the long aisle and of the apse being 
whitewashed; while the roof was covered with cream-coloured paint. 
At the furtlier end, in the apse, stood what looked like a Roman Catholic 
altar. In front of it was the communion-table, upon which the clergy¬ 
man's vestmeuts, somewhat elaborate in style, had been laid. The rector 
of the parish was preaching his last sermon to his flock, previous to his 
departure to another district. In his black gown and white ruff 
he presented a somewhat striking appearance, standing out in strong 
relief &om the white background. On one side of the church sat 
the women and girls; on the other the men and hoys; the women 
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wearing: those wonderful, large, anowy-white, cruhpled .caps, with a 
queer little lappcl or point behind, which are peculiar to the 
neighbourhood of the Hardanger Fiord, and which must often suffer 
severely from the vicissitudes of the climate. The simple style 
of coiffure adopted by the girls, who wear their hair in long plaits 
on either side of the head, is in marked contrast to this some¬ 
what elaborate but effective attempt at personal adornment. One 
could not help thinking regretfully how many of the caps would be 
spoilt, and how many of the bright-coloured bodices would be 
damaged by the heavy rain which was still falling, and which 
threatened to continue throughout the day. Many of the congrega¬ 
tion had come from places at a considerable distance from Odde, in 
the little street of which their stolkjGcrres anJkcarrioles were now 
waiting, while the adjacent beach was covered with boats drawn up 
high and dry beyond the reach of harm, in case of a sudden 
accession of bad weather. The whole morning, from as early as eight 
o’clock, had these boats being rowing up the fiord, some laden with 
groups of merry hoys and girls, others containing entire families, 
including sundry babies of tender age, who were about to be 
christened \ while others, again, were the bearers of bereaved 
relatives solemnly conveying the body of a loved one to its last 
resting-place. 

The discourse of the minister, a grave, earnest-looking man, with 
reddish hair and closely-cut beard, must have been of a stirring 
character, for among the women there was scarcely a dry eye, 
while many of them sobbed audibly. I had observed‘thc same thing 
on previous occasions when visiting churches in Norway; so that, 
although I should be sorry to throw any doubt upon the power of 
the preacher's eloquence, which appeared to be great, it is possible 
that the effect produced may have been mainly due to the easily 
excited emotions of his simple-minded auditors. The fact, too, that, 
as usual when there is service at Odde, which is only once in every 
three weeks, two or three funerals were to take place afterwards, and 
that the mourners formed part of the congregation, should perhaps 
be taken into account in considering this point. The church, which 
is probably capable of holding four or five hundred people, was so 
crowded that it was difficult, even with the assistance of the verger, 
to find places, or to move when once we were seated. Notwith¬ 
standing this, most of the men of the congregation contrived to leave 
tbeir places, and walking up the aisle ‘iu solemn procession, to lay 
down their offering of silver or copper coin upon the altar, as they 
passed behind it and returned to their seats. A sad-sOunding, 
wailing hymn was meanwhile sung by all present. Then the new 
rector called together all the little boys and girls of his flock, 
and arranging them in two rows along the aisle, proceeded'to cate- 
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chisev them. The children paid the greateat attention to his ques¬ 
tions and reuiarks; there vaa not a i^i^d^ng look^amon^t them, 
and their replies appeared to be ready a^ aatii^Eis^fy- Next came 
Luther's hymn^ sung vithont accompaniment, but with tifie utmost 
fdrrour; after which we began to think that we had stayed long 
enough in the close stuffy atmosphere of the crowded •churohi in 
which no attempt whatever appeared to be made in the direction of 
ventilation^ and which was pervaded by an odour difficult to definCi 
but which seems to be peculiar to the country. Deeply inteiestedi 
as he evidently was, in the service and all connected with it, Mr. 
Gladstone, like the rest of us, was obliged to go out for a time ip 
get a breath of fresh air, after which we returned to a kind of vestry, 
whence we could see and hear what was going on, without running 
the risk of being suffocated. In the same place were several women, with 
babies which they had brought to be christened: while elsewhere the 
mourners connected with four funerals were waiting for their sadder 
share of attention from the poor clergyman, who by the end of the 
day must, I should think, have felt fairly exhausted with his labours. 
The parish is, however, so scattered and extensive that it is necessary 
to concentrate the work as much as possible in the one Sunday of 
each month on which, as I have before noted, service is held in the 
.church. The actual interments of course take place as the necessity 
arises, so that it often happens that the service is read and flowers 
are strewn over the closed grave of one who has been buried for a fort¬ 
night or more. 

When at last the congregation left the church, it was interesting 
and plewaut to observe on what good terms the clergyman was with 
his flock, and how he had won their hearts and their esteem during 
his now expired period of office. lie walked about the churchyard, 
shaking hands and exchanging a few kindly words with each and 
all; and when, two hours later, he embarked on board the departing 
steamer, a large crowd had assembled in order to see the last of him, 
many handkerebiefe being waved as a farewell sign, while still more 
were used for the more legitimate purpose of wiping tears irom the 
weeping eyes of their owners. 

Alter considerable difficulty and delay, caused by the crowded state 
of the small but clean and comfortable hotel, we procured some lunch, 
and then set out on various little walking expeditions. Sir Andrew 
Cli^k and I went to call on Professor Greenfield and some friends of 
his from Scotland, who subsequently came on board the Sunbeem, 
We had an unusually large attendance at evening service .on the 
yacht, including the Bishop of Durham, Mr. Harmer, and Mr. Savage 
the rector of West Hartlepool. Tom^ read the service, and Mr. 
SayAge afterwards delivered an admirable little address. 

Motuiay, Avffuat, 17.—^We were called at four o'clock. The 
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Biahop and his chaplains, whom we had invited to accompanj us, 
were on board by five ; and directly afterwards we steamed away 
from Oddc for Vik, where we arrived soon after ten. We landed 
without delay, and at once set out on our proposed and postponed ‘ 
expedition to the Yoringfos, some on foot and others in stolkjcerresj 
in which way we reached^ the shores of the Eidfiord Vand, where 
boats were in readiness for us. A fresh breeze swept over the surface 
of the little lake, which is surrounded by precipitous mountains; and, 
with the aid of oars, umbrellas, and cloaks, hoisted as substitutes for 
sails, we soon reached the tiny village of Ssebo, on the opposite side, 
where the ascent of the Yoringfos commences. Here, after a brief 
delay at the inn, we found ponies enough for the whole party, together 
with a most extraordinary and miscellaneous collection of saddles. 
But Mr. Gladstone, the Bishop, Mr, Savage, Mr. Hsrmer, Tom, and one 
or two others preferred to walk—or perhaps I should say to go on 
foot, for it was certainly much more of a scramble than a mere walk 
in many places. The new path to the foot of the falls is a great 
improvement upon the old one, however, and the ponies are so sure¬ 
footed that I trusted mine to carry me nearly the whole way, my 
saddle being a curious kind of armchair, perched on his back, and 
studded all over with brass-headed nails. Even over the great slimy 
slabs of ice-Iihe gneiss he neither stumbled nor slipped, much less fell. 
About half-way up we met a young Bulgarian, who inquired with 
evident interest .whether we had seen anything of Mr. Gladstone, who, 
he had understood, was making the ascent to-day, and whom he 
would have liked to have seen. It must have been rather tantalizing 
to him to learn that he had already passed the gentleman in question 
some half-hour previously, without recognising him, and that by this 
time he must be a long way ahead. 1 felt sorry that the meeting 
had not taken place, as it might have been interesting. 

At last, after much climbing and scrambling, we reached the com¬ 
paratively level ground just below the fall, at a height of about a 
thousand feet from the valley, whence a glorious view of snow-covered 
mountains is obtained. The new path then passe; by the side of the 
rock-enfiompassed gloomy-looking lake, from which there appears to 
be no exit till it reaches the comfortable little wooden hut erected 
by the Turistforening for the convenience of travellers, where excel¬ 
lent beer and coffee can be obtained. In bad weather this hut must 
be a great boon; but to-day, happily, the sun shone brightly, and we 
were able to enjoy the grandeur of the scenery to the best advantage. 
The contrast of the masses of ferns, foliage, and dowers near the f^, 
with the bare, rugged, sterile rocks, over which we had receQtly 
struggled, was very striking at this point of the expedition. The fells 
theipselves come into view, after a walk of about half a mile, suddenly 
and in the pnost marvellous manner, u one turns a comer, the vast 
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body of water shooting out over the perpendicular rock into a basin 
GOO feet below, in an unbroken mass, sending up a volnme of spray 
which forms by no means the letfst impressive part of the spectacle. 
It was this spray which, many years ago, before the fail had been 
discovie!red, caused the natives who saw it from a distance to give the 
place the name of "the smoke-hole.*' Indeed, the mystery does not 
appear to have been cleared up until 1821, when the lower part ot 
the fall was explored by Professor Hansteen. 

' Having duly admired the wonderful scene, and the charminjg 
rainbow effects produced by the sheets of spray and the bright sun¬ 
shine, we found that it was time to retrace our steps in the direction of 
Viki I am not sure that the descent did not seem rougher and longer 
than our journey up bad been, although, as a matter of fact, we got 
over the ground much more quickly. As we crossed the green 
pastures on the level ground near the village of Seebo, we met 
several people taking their evening stroll, and also a tourist, appar¬ 
ently on his way up to spend the night near the Ybringfos. The 
wind had gone down since the morning, and we crossed'the little 
lake witli fair rapidity, admiring as we went the glorious effects of 
the setting sun upon the tops of the precipitous mountains, and 
the*wonderful echo which was aroused for our benefit by the boat- 
meth An extremely jolty drive, in springless country carts, soon 
brought us to the little ipn at Yik, and by half-past eight we were once 
more on board the Sundi^am, exactly ten hours after setting out 
upon our expedition, which had included a ride or walk, as the case 
might be, of eighteen miles, independently of the journey by boat 
and cart—a hardish day’s work for any one, but really a wonderful 
undertaking for a man of seventy-five, who disdained all* proffered 
help, and insisted on walking the whole distance. 

No one who saw Mr. Gladstone that evening at dinner, in the 
highest spirits, and discussing subjects both grave and gay with the 
greatest animation, could fail to admire his marvellous pluck and 
energy/ or, knowing what he had shown himself capable of doing 
in the way of physical exertion, could feel much anxiety on the 
score of the failure of his strength. 

Tkeaday^ August 18.—We left Yik at 5.80 on a splendid morning, 
and had a pleasant voyage through charming scenery to Rosendal, 
situated in one of the most picturesque spots of the Hardanger Fijnrd. 
The fftlley behind the village leads up to the vast Folgefond Glacier, 
beyond which, at a distance, as the crow flies, of not more than 
twenty miles, is Odde, where we spent last Sunday. In order to 
reafllx that place, however, it would be necessary to travel at least 
seventy miles by water, unless the glacier were crossed, which is not 
unfreqnently done.' One of the principal features of Rosendal is the 
well-known Kvindherred church, which, unlike most of the Norwe- 
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gian churches, is built of stone instead of wood, the style of architec¬ 
ture being what is known as the Early English Oothic. Mr. Glad¬ 
stone, who takes a deep interest in ull such edifices, at once went off 
with one or two others of the party to inspect itj while Mr, Levc- 
son-Oowcr, Mr. Ilarcourt, and I went to call upon Boron Bosenkrone, 
who residos in the old baronial house of Rosendal. It is a remark¬ 
able-looking mansion, built round three sides of a square, not unlike 
an Italian courtyard, with massive iron gates, outside which, having 
rung the bell, we waited and watched the pigeons flying about, and 
the huge shaggy brown and white St. Bernard dog, who looked some¬ 
what askance at us, and appeared to be prepared to resent our visit 
as an intrusion. Having with some difficulty ascertained that the 
proprietor was at home, we were shown into a comfortable-looking 
old-fashioned apartment, where, one after another, four ladies ap¬ 
peared, neither of whom was more capable of speaking English or 
French than we were of addressing them in their own language. 
The conversation, such as it was, was therefore carried on in German, 
of which they had a very slight knowledge; but as soon as our host 
himself appeared all our difficulties were removed, for we found, to 
our relief, that he spoke English fluently, although with some hesita¬ 
tion, due no doubt to want of practice. The Baron, who is the sole 
survivor of the old Nor\regian nobility—the titles of all those born 
subsequent to 1821 having been abolished by law—received us 
hospitably, and showed us all over his interesting mansion, which 
was built between two and three hundred years ago, and which cod- 
tains a rare collection of books of all sorts, antique carvings, curious 
fireplaces, some very fair casts of Thorwaldseu's most famous works, 
many old "paintings, and several clever modem pictures by Dahl, 
Gude, and other Norwegian artists. The gardens were specially 
attractive, with their luxuriant flowers, the delicious fragrance of the 
avenues of lime trees, and the graceful verdure of the mountain ash, the 
berries of which were just turning scarlet. It was almost difficult 
to get away, so kindly hospitable was our host; but at last we bade 
him farewell, and made our way hack to the yacAt, overtaking Tom 
and Sir Andrew Clark, who appeared to have been somewhat dis¬ 
appointed with their visit to the church. 

The Baron and his family shortly afterwards paid a return visit to 
the Sunbeamf and were duly introduced to Mr, Gladstone, an 
honour which they much appreciated. Very soon, however, we had 
to hid farewell to our newly found friends, and to steam away 
towards Bergen, where we ultimately arrived at 9,20 p.m. 

Wednesdayy August 19.—Bergen looked quite picturesque in the 
bright sunshine, when we came on deck early this morning. It is 
well situated* in point of scenic effect, occupying,as it does a hilly 
pouinsula at the foot of the snow-clad mountains, which rise on ^very 
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side. Its position is so sheltered that it is one of the mildest plSCM 
in Norwaj—an advantage not vithout its drawbacks, for it is also one 
of the wettest, the average rainfall being between 70 and 80 inches, as 
compued with 20 inches at Christiania, The environs of Bergen are 
charming, and there are many pleasant little walks and^excursions 
to be made in the immediate vicinity of the town, as well as 
further afield. It‘ is, however, as a busy commercial city, rather 
than a place of resort for tourists and pleasure-seekers, that it is 

best known. « 

At half-past eleven we landed, and were received by a great crowd, 
who cheered enthusiastically, uttering the curious short little Nor¬ 
wegian hurrah. Having entered the carriages wliich had been pro¬ 
vided for us by Mr. Jansen, the British Vice-Consul, we proceeded 
slowly through the picturesque streets to the interesting museum, at 
the end of Christies-gade, built on the slope of a steep hill on the out¬ 
skirts of the town. The bystanders and passbngers in each Street 
cither cheered us or took off their hats as we passed, while every 
window had its occupants; many of the houses being even decorated 
with flags in honour of Mr. Gladstone's visit, though his probable 
arrival could only have been known a few hours previously- The 
director and curator of the museum, Mr. Lorange, and his father-in- 
law, received and showed us all the most interesting objects of the ■ 
collection; specially the northern or Scandinavian antiquities, speci¬ 
mens of many of which are only to be met with here. The ol^ects 
connected with the Vikings had special attractions for me j but what 
interested me more were some beads brought back from Byzantium 
by the Varangian guard of the Emperor Justinian, when he made his 
Eastern expedition about the year 200 a.d. ; some swords and axes 
ordered by King Canute when he reigned in Britain, for the use of 
his body-guard, each weapon bearing the name of the man by whom 
it was made. There was also a boat hollowed in the most skilful 
manner out of the trunk of a tree, the original form of which, with 
projections showing where the branches had been, it still retained. 
This frail craft had been picked up in soine distant sea by a 
Norwegian ship, and was found to contain two poor half-starved, 
half-drowned Indians, who had either drifted far away from their own 
shores, or bad escaped from some hostile island in this manner, and 
were.saved, by the timely arrival of their rescuers, from certain death. 
We were also shown the golden crown of laurel which was presented 
to the great violinist Ole Bull when he returned to his native land, 
shortly before hia death. 

Curiously enough, when last we were here, Bergen was dqing him 
honour. Ou that occasion he came on board the Sunbeatrif and was 
kind enough to play to us. To-day the inhabitants are on tbe 
tiptoe of expectation in connection with the arrival of another dis- 
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tinguished member of the miuical art, Madame Christine Nilsson, 
who comes by the steamer which is due here to-morrow. 

The visit to the museum, interesting as it had been, was some¬ 
what fatiguing; and even Mr. Gladstone, after walking, and standing, 
and talking incessantly for three hours, began to think that lunch 
was not hndesirable. We accordingly proceeded to the new and 
apparently comfortable Hotel Norge, which has been opened within 
the last few months. The civil and obliging manager, Mr. Pom- 
merenk, apparently thought thaj^ Mr. Gladstone's tastes are much 
less simple than is actually the case; for instead of allowing us to 
join the ordinary two o'clock table-d'h6te, he gave us a sort of 
Heliogabalus' feast, which we had not at all expected. Fancy, among 
other things, eating "cotelettes de grives!" The poor little singing 
tlirush is small enough already as an article of food, one would think, 
without cutting him up into more minute particles, and smothering 
him with “ pur^e de trufies "! 

• 

MENU. 

Potage a la Duchesse. 

Champignons Nalurel en Coqutlles. 

Fried Cod~Jish. 

COtelettes de (iiives d la pvrre de tmfes. 

Filet de Iheufd la Jardiniere. 

Woodcock et Salades. * 

Glace panachee Gateaux, 

Fromage Roquefoi't et lieurre, 

Eeasert, 

H6TBt. Nonas, le ID Aout 1885. 

The luncheon, or rather dinner, was, however, excellently cooked, 
and was good in all respects except that of length. In the afternoon 
we. went to call on Mr. Jebsen, the late British Consul, who had 
invited ns all to a banquet in honour of Mr. Gladstone, an invita¬ 
tion which, 1 regret to say, it was thought more prudent to decline, 
on the ground that, as far as the chief personage in question was con¬ 
cerned, its acceptance might serve as a precedent in Uther cases of the 
same kind. Mr. Jebsen, who retired from his official position some 
years ago, rather than accept the lower dignity of Vice-Consul on 
the occasion of the appointment of a Consul-General at Christiania, 
received us kindly, and gave us, a great deal of interesting informa¬ 
tion about the country, the people, the Constitution, and the 
difficulties which arose recently between the Storthing, or Parlia¬ 
ment, and the King, but which it is hoped have now been satis¬ 
factorily overcome. 

In the evening we went to the public garden, or so-called " Park,” 
to listen to an excellent military band. In honour of our visit the 
baudmaster was good enough to substitute “ Buie Britannia " for one 
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of the' items of the printed programme. The gardan^^which was 
prettily illuminated with coloured lamp's^ was densely crowded with 
people who had come in ^the expectation of seeing Mr. Gladstone. 

Thtrtdayj August 20.—Some of the party went early to the flsh- 
marketj or Triangelen, which, to my mind, is one of the most 
interesting sights of Bergen. The rule here is to sell the fish alive, 
the boats being all provided with wells in order to keep them in this 
condition, and then to kill them in sight of the purchaser, it being 
illegal actually to part with them without first knocking them on the 
head or cutting them open. This rule applies both to the fish which are 
sold from the boats drawn up alongside the A^ay, and also to those 
disposed of in the warehouse or covered market, where they are kept 
in ten large tanks, supplied with water from the sea, and fitted with 
movable bottoms, which can be raised or lowered in order to bring 
the fish to the surface, and so to get at them : an operation which 
is performed with wonderful dexterity by the salesmen, though I 
should think it must be very uncomfortable for the poor fish. 

‘ After breakfast, Mr. and Mrs. Gladstone, Sir Andrew Clark, and 
Mabelle, accompanied by Mr. Lorange and Mr. Gaade, went to see 
tlie old church at Fantoft, four miles to the south of Bergen, 
situated upon the estate of the last-named gentleman. The edifice 
in question, which has recently been re-erected by ?ifr. Gaade, is 
built entirely of wood, as the name of ** Stavekirke denotes, and 
is in the usual quaint style of these ancient Norwegian churches, 
the best specimens of which are to be seen at Hitterdal and at 
Borgund. They are supposed to date from the twelfth century, 
some of the details exactly corresponding to those of Anglo-Norman 
buildings of the same period. The walls are composed of logs of 
pine-wood, laid one on the top of the other, held together by strong 
corner-posts, and protected from the weather by thick coats of pitch. 
The roof is lofty, and is generally separated from the interior of the 
church by a ceiling. Curious figures and the most elaborate 
carvings decorate the most prominent points, such as the capitals of 
the pillars, the door-posts and frames, and also, externally, the gables 
and edge of the roof. * One of these churches, standing near 
Throndbjem, was purchased by King William IV. of Prussia, in 1841, 
and was removed and re-erected by him in the Riesengebirge. 

There are some excellent shops in Bergen, and the establishment 
of Mr. Hammer, the dealer in antiquities, and more particularly in 
ailver-work, both ancient and modern, is too well known to need 
description. We paid him a visit during the morning, and found 
that, as usual, he had a large number of beautiful and tempting 
plgects, Among which 1 noticed specially a very fine drinking-horn, 
of the year 1600, a handsome silver goblet surmounted by the figure 
of a trumpeter, and a silver-gilt bridal crown of the same period as 
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the horn. The latter I managed to aecnre, in execution of a com* 
miaaion. i aftervrards heard that the goblet was, on board the yacht 
Mohican, and waa interested to obaerre .the liom on board the 
Otborfie when we dined with the Prince of Wales at Molde. 

Mr. Jebsen, with several members of his family, and Mr. and 
Mrs. Jansoh, came to lunch, after which we had visits from Mr. 
and Mrs. Clark and party, of the yacht Mohican, now in the harbour, 
and Mr.and Mrs. Bums, of the Capercailzie, just arrived from Shetland. 

At half-past four, the El Dorado, having Madame Kilssou’on board, 
came in sight. We had intended to go out to meet her, but unfor¬ 
tunately steam could not be got up in time. Some of the party, 
therefore, went on shore to see her land instead, and described her 
enthusiastic reception as deeply interesting. Mr. Gladstone had 
called on her at her hotel earlier in the day. We hoped that she 
might be able to come on board the yacht before our departure; but 
she was naturally fatigued by the voyage, and by her triumphal pro¬ 
gress through the gaily decorated and dower-bestrewn streets. 

Visitors detained us longer than we had expected, and steam was 
up some time before we were really ready to start. In fact, our 
old pilot, evidently caring more for the attractions of Bergen 
than for the progress of our voyage, declared that it was now too 
late to start at all to-day, and that we must wait until the morning. 
Having a keen remembrance of his behaviour under similar dream- 
stances in 1874, we practised a little rase in order to free ourselves 
from his authority, and having sent him on board the El Dorado for 
some parcels, we got under weigh in his absence, and steamed slowly 
down the harbour, pursued by several boats, one of which, I greatly 
regret to say, contained Madame Nilsson, who thus had the fruitless 
trouble of attempting to pay us a visit. We heard afterwards that 
she had in the first instance gone to the Mohican by mistake, and 
had sppnt some time on board that vessel, under the impression that 
it was the Sunbeam, 

Friday, August 21, —The scenery increased in grandeur as we 
steamed up the Sogne Fiord, until at last, when ie reached the 
entrance to the Aurlands Fjord, leading to Gudvangen, it became simply 
superb. The day had been as fine as possible, and now, as we 
approached our destination, the dim light of evening threw an extra 
enchantment over the scene. The Nsero Fiord, which is a branch of 
the Sogne, is extremely narrow, the precipitous cliffs on either 
side comple:tely hemming it in, and forming what is really a deep 
gloomy ravine, into which the rays of the moon at her highest zenith 
never penetrate in summer, nor those of the sun in winter. The 
banka are intersected by cross ravines or valleys at frequent intarV^, 
among which, perched high above the lake—sometimes as inntdi'ias 
from 1,600 to 3,000 feet—are to be seen oecasioaally what are called 
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eagle-Jiest forms. They are apparently quite isacoesaible, audit is 
marvellous how they eau ever have been coustnieted in such a posi-* 
tiou; but in each there is some sort of track or winding staircase, 
of the roughest and ateepest description, leading down to the water’s 
edge, and to the tiny boathouse, without which no farm would be 
complete. As in the Geiranger Fiord, it is a common* onstom to 
iether the children when they are playing outside these lofty cottages, 
to obviate the risk of their rolling over the edge of the cliff. At 
one point we fired a cannon, the report of which awoke the most 
wonderful series of echoes, sounding like the roaring of lions, OT the 
distant roll of thunder, as they gradually died away. 

Saturday j August 2.2.—Mr. Morley, Mr. Haroourt, .and I, drew 
the tramipel-net early, and found a few good fish in it. 

As soon as we reached Gudvangen, Mr, Ingram, a friend of 
Mr, Morley's, who had reached Bergen shortly before we sailed, and 
had paid us a brief visit, came on board, bringing with him some 
packages which had arrived by 'the El Dorado, and which, not 
having had time ourselves to claim, he had very kindly secured and 
brought overland for us. After dinner we landed, and. went to the 
excellent hotel kept by Mr. Helland, where we found an excellent 
piano, with the aid of which Mrs. Bridge discoursed sweet music 
to us. * 

At nine o'clock wc all set out, in a somewhat miscellaneous 
collection of carriages, for Stalhcim, passing through the picturesque 
but somewhat chilly Nscrodal Valley, the sides of which were so 
steep that the sun did not reach us until we got to the foot of the 
Stalheimsklev, a precipitous cliff, 1,300 feet in height. A wonder¬ 
ful zigzag road on the face of this cliff leads to a spot which 
commands one of the finest views in Norway, dowu into the deep 
gloomy valley which we had just traversed, and over the ranges of 
mountains on either side. 

We reached Gudvangen again early in the afternoon, and at once 
weighed the anchor and steamed down the narTOW Nfcro Fiord in the ■ 
bright sunshine, which enabled us to form an idea of its attractions 
under different conditions to that which had prevailed yesterday 
evening. 

At Aurland, where we arrived at half-past five o'clock, we lost no 
time in, landing, and at .once availed ourselves of the kind per- 
of Mr. Wigram, who leases the river here, to fish.. Mr. 
Harcouft was the most.successful of the party, for he landed a large 
fish after a tremendous struggle at the top of a weir, down which we 
momentarily expected to see both him and it disappear. Mr, WJgraid 
himself came on board aftejr dinner, bringing a fine twelve-pound 
salmon which he had just caught, and which made fifty-seven pounds 
of fish, taken out pf -the river at this spot to-day. 
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Sunday, August 23.—Each day seema to surpass the last in point 
offline weather. We went to see the people going to churchy and 
found that the women wore a very diiferent style of costume to 
that seen on the Hardanger Fiord;. and further observed that the 
congregation appeared to enjoy a delightful amount of freedom, for 
they strolled in and out of the church at any point of the service, 
apparently as the fancy happened to take them. 

At noon we had the usual Sunday service on board the Sunbtain, 
which was attended by all our own party and crew, and also by 
many strangers. The son of an old farmer, named Christian 
Fretheim, who formed one of our little congregation, brought with 
him, as an offering from his father to Mr. Gladstone, a curiously carved 
Norwegian bowl, about three hundred years old, with two handles in the 
form of horses' heads. Originally it had been used as a drinking- 
cup for beer, but it was now filled with new-laid eggs, which formed 
a very acceptable present, much appreciated. 

Mr. and Mrs. Ingram, Mr, Wigrara, and Mr. Campbell came to 
lunch, after which Mr. and Mrs. Gladstone and some of the party 
drove up to a small lake some little distance inland, while the 
remainder rowed up to Fretheim, at the head of the fiord, and spent 
a pleasant afternoon with Mr. and Mrs. Ingram, who have a house 
near Flaam, and an excellent salmon river. 

Monday^ Avgust 24.—We left Aurland soon after daybreak, and 
steamed up to the head of the Lyster Fiord, at the north-eastern 
extremity of the Sogne Fiord, where the scenery is a strange 
combination of grandeur and soft beauty, the numerous bays by 
which the^.mountainous shores are diversified being the site of 
smiling homesteads, luxuriant orchards, and prosperous-looking 
farms. At Urnaes, on the point of a promontory which forms the 
inner angle of a bend at the centre of the fiord, stands another old 
" stavekirkc," to which we paid a visit. Externally it was similar 
in general appearance to those which we had seen previously, though 
much more Byzantine in the character of its details; while the view 
of the interior fairly transported us in imagination to Constantinople 
or to Granada. The north door in particular seemed to be an exact 
copy of one of the Moorish arches of the Alhambra. We were fiot 
successful in obtaining any precise information with regard to the 
age or the history of the church, none of the guide-books honouring 
it with a detailed description; but 1 am making turther inquiries 
which will, I hope, lead to some result. 

After proceeding to the end of the Lyster Fiord, we reversed 
our course, and steamed to the pretty Ese Fiord, where we anchored 
for the night 

Tuesday, August 26,—^We continued our return voyage down the 
Sogne Fiord, the scenery of which became tamer as we approached 
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its moutb, and, turning northwards^ arrired in the evening at 
Moldoen, a little fishing station^ where we , caught an enormous 
quantity of fish in 1874. 

Wednesday^ Augusi 26.—We got under weigh at an early hour, 
and found the sea rather rough outside, as we rounded the islands of 
Vaagso and Sando. We reached Aalesund at noon, an^ on landing 
were received by tlie very civil and obliging postmaster with tele¬ 
grams, and by a small crowd of eager but respectful onlookers. 
After strolling about and making sundry small purchases, we went to 
the bookshop of the place, where Mr. Gladstone was much interested 
to meet with a Norse translation of John Stuart Mill^s Logic ** 
side by side with a translation of the well-known work entitled 
“ Three in Norway.” As we passed through the streets of the 
thriving little town, the windows and doors filled with onlookers, 
while from many of the bouses girls threw flowers at Mr. Glad¬ 
stone’s feet. Although we were so short a time on shore, most of 
the shops and dwelling-houses also hoisted their flags in honour of. 
our visit, which was entirely unexpected. 

The w'cather had become somewhat rough and threatening, and it 
was therefore a relief to our minds to learn that a large steamer was 
leaving here for England on Friday next, by which, in case of urgent 
necessity, any of our party could return home, instead of being 
weather-bound here. 

We left Aalesund at 2.30 p.m., and reached Molde at half-past 
seven. The town was quickly decorated with flags, a deputation 
came to receive us, and preparation was made for the illumination 
of some of the houses and hotels, the eflect of which in the evening 
was very pretty. So sudden had been the transformation from the 
ordinary appearance of the place, that it was said that one of the 
townspeople, who had been into the countiy on business during the 
day, failed to recognize it on his return in the evening, 

Thursday,Avgust 27.—After Tom and 1 had had a long consultation, 
necessitated by the threatening aspect of the weather, wo got under 
weigh at five o’clock this nv>ruing, and arrived at Naes at half-past 
nine, iu the midst of a heavy downpour of rain. We had previously 
telegraphed to Yeblungnaes for a supply of carrioles to be in readiness 
for us at Naes, and found fifteen of these vehicles awaiting our arrival. 
In these we drove up the lovely Romsdal Valley, past Aak, formerly 
a hotel—at which we had stopped when we were here previously 
—but now occupied by Mr. Wills, of Bristol; and past poor Mr. 
Bromley-Bavenport’s lodge, occupied this year by his son. These 
houses are situated in the most picturesque part of the valley, which 
is overhung by the magnificent llomsdalhorn, 6,000 feet high, which 
has few rivals beyond the Matterhorn in grandeur of form. At 
Horgheim yfe rested for a while, and then resumed our snake-like 
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progress up the valley to Fladmark^ where^ after some delay^ arising 
from the ihet that the one dining-room vas already fblly occupied 
by a hungry party, consisting of two missionaries and their wives 
from Madagascar, who showed no disposition to hurry themselves, we 
obtained some much-needed refreshment. 

It was nearly eight o'clock before we got back to Naes, after our 
magnificent but very wet drive, and we at once steamed off in the 
direction of Molde, where we arrived once more at ten. Although 
it would, in many respects, have been more agreeable to have made 
the excursion up the Romsdal*Yalley in doc weather, the existing 
state of things was not without its advantages, inasmuch as what was 
rain with us was snow at greater altitudes, the grand aspect of the 
surrounding mountains being thus greatly increased. 

Friday, August 28.—In the early part of the morning we had a 
visit from our friends Sir James and Miss Hannen, who are now 
travelling in Norway. Wc lauded later on, and, in carriages which 
the Vice-Coubul, Mr. Dahl, had been good enough to provide for 
us, drove round the town, along the Fanestrand, where several of 
the Christiansund merchants have built pretty villas, and to the 
Roekneeshaug, which is said to command one of the most pictu¬ 
resque views in Norway. At the foot is the excellently managed 
hospital for the treatment of leprosy, a disease which is now gradu¬ 
ally being stamped out in Norway. Luncheon at the Grand Hotel 
was once more such a long affair, that wc had to leave before it 
was over, in order not to lose the opportunity of seeing all we could 
of the place. * 

The royal yacht Osborne had, quite unexpectedly, arriyqjj. in the 
course of the morning, and during the afternoon the Prince of Wales, 
accompanied by Lord Suffield, the Comte de St. Priest, Sir Allen 
Young, and Mr. Tyrrwhit Wilson, came to tea and was good enough 
to insist on our all (a party of eleven) going to dine with him on 
board the Osborne, where we spent a pleasant evening. The Prince 
was in great spirits, and appeared to be immensely interested in 
his visit to Norway, the drive from Vossevangen oVer the Stalheim 
to Gudvangen having been one of its most agreeable incidents. As 
we left the royal yacht there was a highly effective display of blue- 
lights, which excited general admiration ashore and afloat. 

Saturday, Avgust 29.—Sir Andrew Clark went on board the 
Osborne during the morning with the two children. Wo had intended 
to make an early start, but there being no wind, we had to get up 
steam, and it was noon before we were fairly under weigh. Taking 
advantage of the delay, we paid a pleasant visit to Mrs. Dahl, and 
admired the beautiful view from her house. At Aalesund, where 
we arrived at four o'clock, our pilot left us, thus breaking the last 
link which connected us with the land in which we have spent nearly 
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three weeks so agreeably. By half-past eight in the creniag most 
of us had had oar final glimpse of the Norwegian coast, and oar 
course was shaped direct for Lerwick. There was a light breeze 
from the north ward, and by midnight we were under full sail. 

Sunday, August 30.—A fine sailing breeze earried us oji our course 
throughout the day, though a rolling sea interfered somewhat with 
our thorough appreciation of this favourable condition of things. 'We 
had the Litany at 11.30. A little later, while hauling on a purchase, 
the block fell upon the head of one of the seaman, named Beach, 
knocking him down against the stean-cbcst, and cracking his jaw¬ 
bone, He was a good deal hurt at the time, but I am glad to say 
that, under the skilful treatment of Sir Andrew Clark, ho soon re¬ 
covered ; the injury not now being considered likely to be attended 
with serious results. At noon we w'ere 110 miles from Lerwick, 
and at seven o’clock we made the lights on North and South Unst. 
A change in the weather had, however, taken place, and a falling 
barometer indicated the possibility of a storm. A great consultation 
was thereupon held as to the necessity of abandoning the idea of 
visiting Lerwick, where we might, of course, be detained for much 
longer than would be desirable or convenient.' It cost me a bitter 
pang to give up the Shetlands where I knew that we were expected, 
and where I had promised to present some St. John ambulance 
certificates; but under the circumstances there was no alternative 
but to do so. 

Monday, August S \,—At 6 a.m. Fair Island was on the stirboard 
quarter, the Orkneys being well in sight ahead. We deliberated for 
some time as to whether it would be better, having regard to the 
state of the weather, to make for Tliurso or for Wick; and finally 
decided in favour of the latter port, where we arrived in the course 
of the afternoon. The Provost and several people of importance 
rowed off to the yacht to visit Mr. Gladstone; but, the weather 
being so rough, they declin^ to come on board. At nine o'clock 
we resumed our southward course under sail for Dingwall, a town 
of particular interest to Mr. Gladstone, as the birthplace of his 
mother, and as still being {he place of residence of some members 
of his family. 

Tuesday, Septemhei' 1.—^The wind having died away, we got up 
steam at 3 a.m. Finding that we should be unable to, get nearer to 
Dingwall than Invergorden, eight miles distant, in Cromarty Firth, 
we decided to make for Inverness instead, Mr. Gladstone being 
anxious to reach Fasque in time to assist in celebrating his brother's 
golden wedding. At six o'clock, as we were passing through a fleet 
of fishing-boats in the Moray Firth, a. thick fog suddenly came on, 
causing considerable delay. On arriving at Munlochy we found that 
it would be impossible to reach Inverness in time to catch the 
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morning mail, and accordingly returned to Fort, George, where we 
succeeded in intercepting it, owing to its being an hour late. 

Mr. (Jladstone's voyage was now practically at an end. Before 
landing he addressed a few kindly words to the crew, which were 
greatly appreciated, and which I now venture to quote:— 

i 

“ Mr DEAR Friends,— Our most pleasant and interesting voyage has come to 
an end, and 1 cannot leave the Sunbeam without conveying to you, not only on 
iny own part and the part of my family, but also on the part of every one of 
our fellow-guests, our sincere and cordial thanks for tlie hearty and skilful 
service which you have rendered us, during the voyage. From every one 
in his department we have received the most loyal service, and to every one 
without exception our thanks arc due, and now gratefully tendered. The 
calling which you follow is a noble one, and is .calculated to bring forth the 
highest qualities of our common nature, and if it is possible for any occupa¬ 
tion to make a man in the highest and widest sense of the word, it is the occU' 
patioii to which your lives are given. How closely it is connected with the 
prosperity and fame of this great nation, how closely, indeed, it is connected 
with the advancement of civilization and the general welfare of the world, it 
needs no words of mine to tell you, for in your work and life you know it 
well and feel it truly. This voyage has not been made pleasant and safe 
without on your part a high sense of duty, constant watchfulness, and arduous 
exertion; but hard as has been your work, and close as lias been your care, 
I doubt if any one of you lias worked harder and watched more closely than 
OUT skilful commander and host, Sir Thomas Brassey. No doubt the sea has 
been kind, and all the other elements propitious ; no doubt we have been 
especially favoured in many ways; still, it is to his incessant devotion, 
to his rare knowledge of practical seamanship, and to his unfailing and kindly 
thoughtfulneas, that the long distance we have travelled, the devious tracks 
we have followed, and our sailing across this northern sen, has been attended 
with such signal success at the cost of such small discomforts. We are not 
all good sailors, and even in easy waters 1 am so little of the best, that on 
this head I aift afraid that any claim, if I made it, to be a shipmate with you 
on the Sunbeam would be rejected. My friends, you have seconded nobly the 
genial and generous hospitality of Sir Thomas and Lady Brassey, and nothing 
has been left undone which could have been done for our comfort and imr 
provement of. our health. Once more, then, on behalf of my fellow-guests 
and myself, I thank you most cordially for your help and kindness so gladly 
given to us. In their name and my own I wish you health and happiness, and 
1 pray that God my speed you in all that you undertake." , 


Annie Brassey. 



MAORIAGE UWS IN THE UNITED 'STATES 

AND THEIR RESULTS. 


Those who fiivour the Legislation of Marriagfe 
with a Wife’s Sister are never weary of citing Ameriwi 
as a country wliere experience shows that the law 
of prohibited degrees of Man'iage may be relaxed, 
and that morality flourishes notwithstanding. It is 
asserted that the morals of America are purer than 
those of Great Britain and Ireland. 

One writer has said : “In the United States the 
moral tone of Society at large, including all classes, 
“ is far better and higher than our own with regard 
“ to sexual relations. Grievous scandals are rare. 
“ The evils of the United States are patent on the 
“ surface, and compatible with sound purity and 
“ elevation of feeling. Girls of the middle and iQwer 
“ classes have habitually more self-respect and reol 
“ innocence than in this country.” 

It has, thereflu-e, been thought well to bring 
together some American opinions as to the sfate of 
things in the United States, tliat the inevitable con¬ 
sequence of tampering with the law of Marriage may 
be plainly understood upon the faith of testimony 
which cannot be impeached. 


VACHER & SONS, 

29, Parliament Street, and 62, Millbank Street, Westminster. 
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ENGLISH MONEY IN SOUTH AFRICA. 


T he UuitM }Cingdom is stirred to its depths when it has to pro¬ 
vide a war credit of ^10,000,000; and this not because there has 
been the least hesitation of will or doubt as to ability to pay, but 
merely because, of all other attributes, that which rules—and may it 
long rule—the nation, is a close scrutiny of the national till. It is 
this eye to business which enables the nation to enjoy its persistent 
indulgence in purely charitable outlay. It is always in funds, just 
as is the careful shopkeeper. But occasionally the nation is led on 
to forget the totals to which perpetual outlay of minor sums in 
any given direction commits it. 

Having but just returned from a prolonged visit to the various 
districts of South Africa, I came back convinced that neither Sonth 
Afneans nor the home-keeping public at all realize the great total 
of the minor sums from time to time paid away in South Africa by 
the home tax-payer. The various native wars alone have cost very 
many millions, and as I write, at the least .£100,000 of English taxes is 
still being paid each month to assert English supremacy in Bechuana- 
land. Englishmen at home do not forget that when we took over 
the Cape Colony from the Dutch, eighty years ago, we advanced to 
the Dutch some £8,000,000, in return for which they handed over 
their colonies at the Cape and in what is now British Guiana. 
Since then, on frequent occasions the English Government has 
afforded financial assistance; as this last spring, when the Cape 
Ministry found themselves unable to extend the railway system up 
to Kimberley, it advanced the necessary £400,000 at the very 
low rate of per cent. It is true that the Government, in intro¬ 
ducing the measure into the House of Commons, had the question¬ 
able grace to say that this liberality to a colony was only undertaken 
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because the colony hod tried but failed to obtaiu the moncy^ where¬ 
as the completion of the railway would mean the saving to the 
Imperial Exchequer of £2^000 a month for as long as the Bechuana- 
land expedition remained in the country. This last was a remarkable 
reason to give, seeing that the railway could not be completed much 
before Christmas; whereas every soldier was to be out of Bechuanaland 
by November. Nor did the Imperial Government heed the advice given 
them, that there were local influences at work which made it agreeable 
even if not necessary, for the Cape Government to And itself unable 
to obtain the money. Local politicians knew well the local political 
value of a snub to Kimberley, as well as of the support of those who 
are now reaping so very considerable a harvest as " transport-riders’^ 
or carriers between Kimberley and the present railway terminus at 
the Orange Biver. But, however this may be, the generous aid of 
the Home Government has had a most wholesome and widespread 
effect for good in South Africa; and it will, as it were, compel the 
Cape Colony to push forward its own best interests by thus complet¬ 
ing the main trunk line of railway so far iuto the interior, and right 
up to so important a commercial centre as Kimberley. Tliere have 
been sundry other contributions, such as the £90,000 paid to the 
. Orange Free State in compensation for the annexation of Griqualand. 
West. Altogether, neither Englishmen at home nor Englishmen 
or Dutchmen in the Cape Colony should forget that the many 
millions expended in the original purchase and subsequent protection 
and improvement of the English South African settlements are 
millions that must be kept in mind as by no means thoughtlessly 
squandered, but permanently entered in the ** capital accouut ” of the 
English nation. 

Besides all this, there has been, since the English took over South 
Africa, at the least £26,000,000 of English money invested in the 
Government securities of the Cape Colony and Natal, while in 
various private enterprises there is invested in fixed and floating 
capital an amount that it is difficult to gauge, but which is certainly 
to be counted in tens of millions. On all this, it iiay be said, the 
English investor has only a right to expect punctual payment of 
interest; but he is naturally also eager as to the rate of that interest, 
and is therefore ever anxious to do what he can to promote South 
African prosperity. 

I thus allude to the money standard by which nowadays all property 
is measured, in order to show how large is the material stake of 
the English nation in South Africa. In England itself these facts are 
apt to be ignored, because transactions there are so gigantic that 
South Africa takes but one thirty-fifth of the capital in nork, and about 
one-fortieth of the external trade. But although there are in England 
but few, -comparatively speaking, directly coimected with South 
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AfricRj there is no reason for snppcAin^ that South Africa (where 
nearly all the externally supplied capital is English, and seventeen- 
twentieths of the external trade done with England) cftn get along 
very well by itself. 

South Africans, and especially those few who conscientiously hope 
for independence, would do well to ponder over a few obvioils - questions, 
such as: Where would the Cape Colony and Natal have been had not 
the English taxpayer freely and perpetually paid for '' little ^ Kafir 
and Zulu wars, not even grudging millions at a time ? Where would 
the colonists have obtained at so low a price, or indeed at all, the 
£25,000,000 of capital that have given them their network of 
railways and their harbours, such as they are, and docks and bridges? 
(The Transvaal and Free State cannot obtain loans in Europe, because 
financial people know well that, being independent States, they may 
at any moment, and legally, repudiate payment of interest or re¬ 
payment of capital, a thing impossible in an English colony.) Where 
would have been the traders but for support from bouses and 
capitalists at borne ? Where would have been the self-government 
and large political liberty enjoyed for so long by the Europeans in 
South Africa, except for the kindly supremacy and protection of 
England ? Much is said of loyalty in South Africa, .but if South 
Africans wish to be loyal to their own interests and welfare, they will 
be loyal to the Erltish connection, and seek to maintain their present 
proud position as a worthy and vigorous portion of the great British 
Empire. 

What I wish, however, specially to urge in this article is, that the 
English taxpayer and elector at home should give renewed and definite 
attention to South Africa, whether on the score of thc’mhny millions 
he has already invested or expended there, or of the millions he may 
yet find himself willing to pay, to carry out his self-imposed cham¬ 
pionship of humanity, or his national duty of ultimate guardian of 
every acre of soil of the wide British Empire. 

In South Africa, as elsewhere, politics control the expenditure of 
money, and also the profits on investments; and in South Africa, 
for the purposes of this article, we may conveniently divide all things 
under the two beads. White and Black policy. 1 hope under these 
divisions to set out, in brief, deductions made from long study, as 
well as recent inquiry on the spot, as to what can and should be done 
in South Africa to secure a better and more economical prosperity for 
both Europeans and natives in that part of the empire. 

First, then, as to such policy or political action as concerns itself 
with the Europeans in South Africa. We have first of all the men 
themselves, and then their natural environments, and then their works, 
and finally the political conditions under which they work. 

It will be well, in limine, to tabulate relative numbers:— 

VOL. ZLVIXI. M M 
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Colost ob Disrsicf. 

Total 

Natlrea. 

Total 

EoropaoBS. 

Original 

Snropaa&t. 

Immlgrast 

Eoropeaaa. 

Capo Colony . . . 

Transkoi territories 
B^utoland . . . 

Natal . / . . . 

Bochtianalaad . . 

950,000 

270,000 

140,000 

400,000 

250,000 

320,000 

10,000 

500 

31,000 

1,000 

174,000 

4,000 

15,000 

400 

146,000 
• 6,000 
500 
16,000 
600 

Totals . . . 

2,010,000 

362,500 

198,400 

169,100 


I use the term ** original Europeans ** to denote the descendants of 
families already settled in South Africa 'when first it became an English 
possession in the beginuing of this century—both those of the old 
Dutch stock and the representatives of that great Huguenot exodus who 
introduced into South Africa so many sturdy, frugal, and high-prin¬ 
cipled families. It will be observed that the English dominions in 
South Africa arc inhabited by 360,000 persons of European stock, 
and about 2,000,000 natives. Nor may it be forgotten that on the 
immediate frontiers northwards are millions of native races, for the 
most part independent, but in the Free State and Transvaal controlled 
by about 100,000 Europeans, of whom 80,000 are of the original stock, 
and about 20,000 English. 

The two main circumstances of this peculiar distribution of popu¬ 
lation are the relations between black and white, and those between 
British and Boer. The former I will deal with subsequently; in 
regard to the latter we face the most unfortunate of, the circum¬ 
stances connected with South Africa. There is radical difference of 
sentiment and character between the two races, and the necessity of 
compromising these differences in administration has weakened,, 
and at times disastrously weakened, the action of the government 
of the day or, place. 

In South Africa 1 found it rather the fashion to throw all the 
blame of this unfortunate race antagonism on Mr. Gladstone for his 
^'Majuba.surrender.’^ But on all hands I also found evidence that, 
although Majuba , undoubtedly embittered relation 1, these had been 
previously strained from the very first inauguration of Briijsh rule. 
Those conversant with South African history will not need to be 
reminded of the Slaughter's Nek hanging, or of the method of com¬ 
pensating for slaves, as earlier instances quite as invariably and 
strongly appealed to as Majuba. 

The real fact is, this race antagonism is coeval with the coming in 
of the supremacy of English ideas and English character, tut fruitfully 
grafted on to the bitter hostility of the Dutch free colonists 
to the rule of the Dutch East India Company; and it is au unfor¬ 
tunate antagonism, having nothing in common with wholesome race 
competition, and being wholly evil in its effects. 
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Sir Bartle Prere, bringing a irealtli of experience to beu on the 
local needs of Sonth Africa, saw at once that this antagonisBi 
be put an end to; and he saw this could be done bj a due admix¬ 
ture of conciliation and courageous firmness. Doctrinaire prqudioe 
in high places in England failed altogether to appreciate such true 
statesmanship, and the consequence was the great political crime of 
the whole Majuba episode, which destroyed the very material advanw 
towards a new and permanent harmony between Boer and English 
which had resulted from the indefatigable and wise labours of Sir 
Bartle Frere. 

There is a great deal that is most excellent in the Boer com¬ 
position, and I speak from considerable personal experience. I use 
the term Boer as the term in popular acceptation, including all 
Afrikanders of those families the English found already in occupation 
when they took over the country. Most people have read of their 
peculiar characteristics, varying from the descriptions of them as 
colonizing Calvinists, Bible in hand, proclaiming themselves com¬ 
manded, as if by men of God of old, to go into the land of the South 
African natives and possess it, and to expel the Canaanites and the 
Hivites and the Jebusites, obeying the comfortable behest, "Ye 
shall make no covenant with them, nor show any mercy unto them: 
the Lord hath given the land for an inheritance to you and to your 
children j"—to the descriptions which alternately describe them as all 
that is ignorant and lying, and all that is persevering and hospitable. 

I was told, and that more than once, that I should leave South 
Africa with the impression that Truth hardly found a congenial 
atmosphere in South Africa; but after seeing something at all 
events of all classes, I unhesitatingly set down this sweCpi&g generali¬ 
zation to puerile vexation of spirit, and to inexperience of any other 
similar , communities. To my thinking it is entirely unjustified, but 
as it was asserted by South Africans themselves, I was left in the 
well-known dilemma in which the Greeks found themselves when 
" Epimenides the Cretan said. All Cretans are liars." I found the 
same to be the case with the many other general condemnations 
passed against all things, persons, and places South African. 

The chief fault I have to find with the Boer is, that he does not 
succeed in making himself prosperous, and is, in addition, a drag on 
the prosperity of his neighbours. Hfe is the firm enemy of ^ 
co-operation; be has that fatalistic religious bias that has led him 
on occasion to declare it impious to make dams where God has 
seen fit to provide but little water; and although I have suggested 
to suph Boers that in principle it must be just as impious for the 
Boer daUy to make water hot in order that he should drink his 
favourite coffee, seeing that Providence saw fit to supply only cold 
water, none the less these peculiarities of character make the Boer 
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little able to make tbe best use for himself of his surroundings. 
There are of course exceptions; but as a rule the Boer is slow to 
&ct, averse from change, greedy of land, disdainfully ignorant. Several 
wine-growers complained grievously that their wine had no sale in 
Europe. I replied, " Ves; but then your wine is not suited to the 
European 'taste.’^ They quietly and proudly answered, ** It is wine 
we all drink and like; if it is not to the taste of the European 
market, so much the worse for the market" But the “coo" 
argument is two-edged^ and fails to get them a remunerative price. 
I have said they are independent and greedy of land. Their one 
ambition is to buy up large areas of soil, but they refuse to cultivate 
except as a last resort. Only the other day a Boer farmer in the 
west suddenly gave up a large area of cultivation. His neighbours 
asked him why 1 and the reply came, “ Because now I have paid off 
all my debts." Tbe experience of easily making sufficient to pay off 
heavy debts was no incentive to continue thus to accumulate wealth, and 
a valuable agricultural area lapses again into wilderness, “preserved" 
against all cultivators. Boer “ farming " is, in a word, Latifundia 
run to seed. Enormous areas of land are bought up, but in place 
of hard-worked slaves, and agriculture, and herds of cattle and swine, 
there are neither stock, crops, nor labourers; and all is, as it were, a 
pastoral wilderness. The political influence of this peculiar race of 
people resists, and often only too successfully, the introduction of 
improvements or facilities that have been proved by experience in 
other^ similar lands to insure success and prosperity. The Boer 
clement needs a great reforming, whether by leavening of other blood 
or by the friction process of competition, if the Bod^s are to be com¬ 
monly prosl)crous. 

This latter process of friction day by day increases. Nearly all 
land is more or less mortgaged, and the * mortgagees are but rarely 
Boers. It is true that nearly every Boer religiously retains a nest- 
egg, of ready cash, in cases amounting to several hundred pounds; 
but when, he wishes for any capital to expend upon his land, he 
pledges the land as security. Many Boers thus ..eel, in a measure, 
under the thumb of the English, and this threatening of, their 
independence urges them perpetually to look for new lands of those 
Canaanites who are still outside the frontiers of the protecting 
British. Consequently we find them, even during the last few 
months—vainly in Bechuanaland, but successfully at Thabanchu and 
in Zululand—driving the native tribes off their own lands. 

In other ways also the English in South Africa are quietly 
getting the upper hand. But in the Cepe Colony is painfully 
evident their main fault—and it is for them a highly injurious fau|t— 
namely, a perpetual self-depreciation, a perpetual running down of 
their colony, their men, their climate, and all that is theirs: a &alt 
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juitifying the title of the “ Apologetic Colony.” They complain of 
the shortcomings of Nature, man, animals^ and plants—as though 
droughts, lying, scab, and rust were not equally serious pests in 
other lands. For instance, how does the Cape Colony compare 
with prosperous, go-ahead New South Wales, where the Minister 
for Mines the other day did not scruple to point out that the recent 
severe droughts had robbed that colony 'of stock to the value of 
^,000,000. The only praise the Cape men have for themselves yi as 
" pioneer farmers." Even a slight experience of what pioneers have 
done in North America and Australia shows that this praise is almost 
as unjustified as is the former condemnation. But while they a^e 
thus in error both in their apologies and their boasts, they fail to 
recognize the solid achievements which are very much to their 
credit. The French immigrants brought with them vines and 
intelligent knowledge of wine-making, but the new industry fell, under 
the upas shadow of Boer conservatism and indolence, to its present 
low and unprofitable level. English farmers at the Cape can, however, 
boast that they have introduced two new industries, producing 
respectively ostrich feathers and mohair. Ostrich-farming has, I 
believe, never been attempted elsewhere or at any other time; and 
although Angora goats are, kept in Asia Minor, 1 have not been 
able to discover that they have been purposely introduced into any 
other country in large numbers. The English farmers at the Cape 
may therefore with much justice boast of their successful enter¬ 
prise in devising and working up to a successful issue two new 
farming industries, which the keenest enterprise of farmers elsewhere, 
even in Australia or North America, failed altogether ,to^ start. To 
those who have, by the light of knowledge of similar industries 
and opportunities in such similar countries as Australia and North 
America, been inquiring of and watching Cape Colonists, it is most 
palpably evident that spirit and enterprise are by>no means wanting, 
but that a little more proper pride and well-founded self-cbnfidence 
would add weight to that English-bred enterprise which has already 
done so much for South Africa, and will, yet do more as it influences 
for good the “ stagnation systems of the original colonists.". 

It may be well here to note that a vigorous movement is now 
on foot, under the singularly able guidance of the Chief Justice, Sir 
J. H. de Villiers, appropriately to commemorate next year the 
landing of the Huguenots in South Africa, just 200 years ago. It 
may he hoped that this commemoration, in awaking worthy memories, 
will also revive those habits of sturdy enterprise* and enlightened 
perseverance which those capable French immigrants brought with 
them from France, but which they appear in too many cases to 
have lost witfi their mother-tongue, which the Dutch rulers of the day 
so tyrannically suppressed. 
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Progress in South Africa is severely handicapped because the 
labonriDg classes are natives. Two evils result. In the first placed 
white labour is the backbone of nineteenth-century advance and 
prosperity. It is by the presence of white labour alone that the great 
mass of a nation becomes fired with unconquerable energy. This back- 
I)one is absent firom the South African b^y politic. In the second 
place, the fact that the blaclc is there ready to labour degrades labour 
in the eyes of the whites. I am not referring to sentiments or fancies, 
but to those actual opinions which do as a matter of fact regulate 
men^s acts. My meaning will be sufficiently illustrated by one 
experience. A very respectable well-to-do English woman, living 
not one hundred miles from Cape Town, doing a successful small 
business in a big village, has three daughters now growing' up. 
She told us she must emigrate to Australia. But why ? “ Because 

my girls are just the girls to do uncommonly well as domestic 
servants, but you can't send them out to service here, because they 
would serve with natives; and that’s too degrading.'^ 

Thinking of things in this light, one might even see some reason 
in the barbarous wish that the Boer had had his own way all over 
South Africa, and left not a native behind. However, as it is, 
there is the native; and although there ^re signs in many settled 
districts that he may there die out any time during the next fifty 
years, none the less he is there for the present. 

To my thinking one great step that could be taken to mend 
the failings of the present population is to plant somewhere and 
at once a new colony, as it were, of several thousand English. In 
1820 the British taxpayer gave ^650,000 to establish 5,000 emigrants 
in the eastern provinces. The admirable effects, industrial as well 
as national, of this comparatively small infusion of new energetic 
blood have been universally acknowledged. The general trade of 
the whole colony weuld receive an invaluable impulse from a new 
movement of this kind, the original nucleus acting as a permanent 
magnet, attracting other desirable immigrants from time to time. 
New Zealand is an instance of the rapid progress and prosperity 
attending dn the organized colonization of tracts of territory by 
selected groups of emigrants. The Cape Colony or Natal, with its 
experience of wholesome invasion of Yorkshiremen in 1849, could 
not do themseltes a greater good than at once setting about some 
new plan of organized colonization, and thus adding both producers 
and consumers to their communities. 

Passing from the men to their natural envirbnments, it is at once 
evident that great changes for the better are both possible and 
likely. The English territories in South Africa are of wide extbnt 
and of varied altitudes above the sea; there is eveiy kind of climate, 
and although there is the necessary and usual admixture of drought 
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and dood> vamth and cold, barrenness wd fbrtiliiy^ it is none the 
less an area capable of great things indeed. Happily,, on eveiy aide 
one sees much morci can be done than is dr hu done u yet to 
promote prosperity. There is ample room for enormous improvement 
in the fanning systems. Water, in all placM sufficient for the watering 
of stock, and in many for the inigation of cultivable «lands, &Ub 
from heaven, but has for the most part been allowed hitherto to 
mu off unused. This evil is even enhanced by tile faulty system 
of stock-farming in vogue. According to this a certain head of Stock 
is kept on one farm, of say 6,000 to 10,000 acres, and herded 
or kraalled every night on the same spot. Not only does this 
make their night quarters a simple hotbed of disease, but the 
necessary tramping to and fro to the feeding-grounds destroys all 
the herbage, and* so hardens the surface that in a few years for 
long distances around the homestead no rain can penetrate, and all 
is bare. When rain does fall it simply runs off. AH these evils 
are in process of being cured. Daring the last year and a half 
there has been an altogether unprecedented move in the direction 
of making dams and fencing in, and this even among the Boers. 
If to this can be added tree-planting in the Cape Colony on a 
scale at all, similar to that at present in fashion in Natal, marked 
benefits will assuredly follow. Already Boer farmers discover that, 
with ample water and the better grazing capabilities secured by 
fencing, their farms will carry many more sheep, sometimes twice 
or three times as many as were carried before. Thus these very 
recently adopted reforms will not only improve the output, but lead 
generally to the adoption of other refor^is. 

No doubt the country itself is rich. The langh'has not always 
remained on the side of the scoffer. There is the Karoo district, 
which occupies the interior of the Cape Colony, and in which no 
grass whatever grows, although there is plenty of a small shrub 
known as Karoo bush. The legend of this district is, that a Scotch 
farmer arriving there remarked, " Poor codntry this."—'' Yes," 
replied a local man, but it does capitally as a sheep walk."—" Walk! 
That's about all sheep could do there i'" Perhaps it was the same 
scoffer who remarked, he supposed the Afrikander slieep had such 
long legs because he had to gallop from one-tuft of hush to another 
if he would get enough to eat in a day. Nevertheless, the Karoo 
is a splendid sheep country, very much as is the Mallee Scub of 
Australian notoriety. 

, Another main drawback to the rapid advance of South Africa has 
been the comparative absence of facilities of communication. Many 
tracts for many months in dry years are waterless, until wells have 
been blasted or creeks dammed. There are rough mountain ranges 
intersecting country in many directions, but now the railway 
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system has been extended far; and alibongh Uie final junction line 
still hangs fire^ which is to unite the whole system in one and connect 
all with the capital coal of the Indiwe and Cyphergat mines, 
nevertheless the main portions of the system are complete. But here 
officials check and hinder good results by levying very high rates on 
all goods—an imposition which Government should do its utmost to 
do sway with. On the Eastern line, for instance, which runs from 
the seaport of Edst London up to Aliwal North, the distance covered 
is not 130 miles, but Government, on the plea of paucity of traffic, 
now runs one train every other day, and no night trains. The 
consequence is, that to do the distance by train it may take three 
days, or about the same time as a well-horsed cart. In America or 
Australia, if traffic is ever found to fail, the experiment, at all events, 
would have been tried of doubling the number of trains and lowering 
the rates- The business way of dealing with such things is 
undoubtedly to do all things reasonable to keep in full work the line 
and rolling stock on which so much capital has been expended, for even 
if the working expenses were barely covered by the receipts, the 
benefits enjoyed by those who use the line amply repay the community 
in the long run. Moreover, the feeding such fully employed lines 
would give much new and profitable employment to the now 
desponding ''transport riders.^’ 

In the matter of water carnage Nature has been so strikingly 
niggardly to South Africa as to induce the common remark, that 
Providence never intended any one to enter South Africa except by 
land. However, now a wise expenditure of capital has made Cape 
Town a real port, safe and accessible in all weathers. Along the 
south coast thdre are several landing-places, the chief at Mossel Bay, 
Fort Elizabeth, Port Alfred, East London, and Durban. But they 
arc all impracticable for many days in the year, owing^ to the heavy 
surf that periodically breaks along this shore. Efforts have been 
made at each place to remedy this defect, but to an outsider the 
initial errqr seems to have been attempting in each of these five 
places to do something, whereas the expenditure tLbs frittered away, 
if concentrated on one or two, would have given South Africa three 
good ports, open at all times to ocean-going vessels—say at Cape Town, 
Port Elizabeth, and Durban. The benefits of concentrated and 
sufficient expenditure are well proven in Cape Town. The money 
expended on all the other harbours, divided into two, would have 
sufficed to have given Port Elizabeth and Durban all the advanta^ 
of well-considered, complete, and sufficient plans. A coast line of 
railway connecting such places as King Williamstown and Grahami- 
town with Port Elizabeth, and Kokstad with Durban, would have 
given all three districts much greater facilities for shipping goods 
than they at present possess in the ambitious little ports frequent 
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along the coast but vhere commuoicatioiu are often interrupted for 
days, nay weeks, together. » . 

The indastries of South Africa are thus carried on under the 
disadvantages both of the personal charaoter of a great portion of the 
inhabitants, and also of drawbacks of natural environment. Never^- 
less, in many respects they contrive to be in some measure «ettcceBs£ttl. 
The diamond industry, the exporting of produce from the interior 
(ivory and skins " and ostrich feathers), and of the products of ostrich¬ 
farming and the keeping of Angora goats, and indeed the export of 
ordinaiy sheep’s wool,” are at present the staple Cape industries. 
A chief reason of the present depression is undoubtedly the falling in 
prices of all these staples. 

Of old the carefully regulated monopoly of diamond supply enjoyed 
by Brazil maintained high prices for diamonds; but the almost 
fabulously rich deposits discovered at Kimberley have thrown on the 
market nearly j£50,000,000 worth of diamonds, and as a natural 
consequence the value of diamonds has fallen to one-third of what 
it was. At present the industry has felt severely this fall in price. 
But the cost of production is great, and much greater now that much 
of the best ** ground ” in the quarry-like mines is buried under the 
sides or reefs ” that have fallen in. The supply will be greatly cur¬ 
tailed, and it seems almost certain that prices of this article of export 
will shortly rise. 

In regard to the products of the interior, skins and ivory year 
by year become more scarce, and although their prices, and espedaUy 
those of ivory, even rise, still the supply of commodities dwindles ao 
as to make it immaterial in the near future what happens in 
respect of these commodities, unless the opening up or ah easy and 
well-protected trade-route up Bechuanaland taps for the Cape Colony 
a fresh source of interior trade—which it may easily do. 

In regard to ** feathers,” there has, however, been a veiy serious 
falling off in price, which affects not only the interior trade, hut 
also that industry of o^rich-farming which has been started with so 
much credit and at first with so much.profit to the Cape Colony 
farmers. There does not appear to be' much hope for increase of 
price here, for matters did not mend even when the great Soudan 
feather supply—estimated to reach an annual value of over half a 
million, or nearly as great as that of the Cape Colon^^—came 
to a sudden end, with the Madhi war. However, if Cape farmers 
can continue to supply the merchant at present prices at even a 
small profit, they will do well, as prices cannot well be lower. In 
regard to wool, as I liave already said, a veiy great deal remains 
to be done in South Africa to improve the quality of the wool 
shipped. At very little expenditure of money, but at some expendi¬ 
ture of intelligence and energy, prices may in most cases be doubled. 
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At tbe bead of reforms and improvements possible stand those in 
the political conditions under which men work in South Africa. 
There are four great European communities, and outside of them a 
variety of native States, territories, and tribes in various degrees 
of protection and dependence. Of the four European communi¬ 
ties, two are Boer States and two English colonies. The Boer States 
being politically independent, have no further place in this argument, 
except that one would wish to put on record the warm interest and 
concern all Englishmen feci in their prosperity, and that they would 
fain wish them free of their threatening, financial embarrassments, even 
though these wishes are largely leavened by well-founded anxiety. We 
can only hope that the Transvaal and the Free State may yet he able to 
prove the truth of President Brand's comforting motto, AUes zal 
recht kbmmen,'’ although Englishmen, not without some experience, 
prefer the motto, ** Heaven helps those who help themselves," to the 
maxim which has so important a hold on all Boer natures, Wacht 
een hiebte,*' or, in plain English, " Put it off.” 

Of the two English colonies, the Cape enjoys responsible government, 
and is therefore outside the pale of imperial control of its internal 
affairs; but in the foregoing account of its industrial position I have 
' ventured to touch upon such industrial reforms and improvements 
as are considered feasible and requisite by those who understand the 
Cape best The application of such remedies is entirely in the bands 
of the people and administration of tbe colony itself. Tbe other 
English *coloiiy—Natal—has not yet taken the fhll franchise of* 
responsible, government. It is in a transition stage, and although 
nominally its affairs are much in the control of the Imperial Qoverur 
ment, actually a great deal is conceded to local initiative and local 
opinion and experience, especially in regard to all internal affairs. 
And judging by the past, the English in Natal are ever ready to join 
with the Home authorities in doing all that may be done to promote 
their own prosperity. 

But th^ political conditions under which i^ropeans work in South 
Africa are entirely overshadowed by the one maiJ feature of South 
African politics—the native question. It will be well briefly to 
describe these natives.- 

There are three main classes—viz., the black Caffre8,tbe brown Bush¬ 
men and Hottentots, and tbe light-coloured half-breeds,j^^Griquas. As 
to their general characteristics we find among the^rst-named—i>the 
Ama-Zulus, Amatongas, Matabele, &c., who bave^been gradually 
pushing their way southwards from the north-east. Phyiiciily the 
most powerful, their national arm is a stabbing spear. They^ are 
friendly to Europeans when not on tbe war-path, but do not readily 
adopt the arts of civilization or European habits or clothing. ^ '^ese 
north-eastmm hordes have striven to push back before them another 
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group of Mack raees, eompruing tke BMttto, BMolong, Ba-kwAaa> 
Ba-mngwftto, and other Bechuana tribea^ of lew physical power, 
armed chtefiy with throwing apeart, much given to agrioidturo aa wall 
as to keeping stock, and taking readily to European drees and the 
use of other European articles. ’ 

The brown Bushmen are a race to themselves. They are the South- 
African representatives of a weird savage civilization which seems to 
have existed in its awn perfection before it was overrun by the -more, 
modem savage races. There were representative? in New Zealand ’ 
who were utterly destroyed when the Maoris first arrived. The 
favourite arm of the Bushmen is the bow and arrow, and as the 
latter was often poisoned, the pioneer colonists entertained a h<dy, 
horror of these tribes, and it was only the introduction of ^rearms, 
that eventually drove them from their mountain fastnesses until now 
they are merely the disappearing remnant of a race dwelling away in. 
the little-known western deserts. It is the only race in South Africa 
which shows any artistic ability, and their rock paintings, so common 
in South Africa, prove them to have been, even up to recent years, 
masters both of drawing and of colour. Many travellers have recorded 
the remarkable fact that a knowledge of practical surgery and medi” 
cine, widespread among all members of these tribes, puts to the 
blush our own much vaunted systems of popular education. The 
Bushman language is classed iuHectionally with the Basque, Fin, &c. 
These tribes exhibit a haughty aversion from the trammels and toils 
of our Western civilization. They refuse to assist in any labour, with 
the exception of any form of sporting or hunting, and in this they 
are as zealous, as persevering, and as knowing as the keenest of 
English sportsmen. ' * - 

The Hottentots, on the other hand, appear to be a negroid race of 
inferior organization and weak powers ; but they have this in com¬ 
mon with the Bushmen, that they are rapidly dwindling in numbers. 
The half-bred Griquas are a race descended from Boer fathers and 
Hottentot mothers, which has spread in small bands ov^r most of 
Western South Africa, and attempts, but with small success, an 
imitation of European manners, language, and dress. 

Within the frontiers of European supremacy there are probalJly 
half a million of the “ Ama " tribes and a million of the “ Ba ” 
tribes; while another half-million is composed of Hottentots, Bus¬ 
men, Griquas, Indian Coolies, Malays, and other "native” descendants 
ofli4ed slaves. In regard to-numbers, although under favourable con¬ 
ditions the blacks thrive and increase, conditions very speedily become 
nnfavourable^ It is a commonplace with anthropologists, os well as 
vith Buropean and even local political speakers and writers, to point 
out that’the natives of South Africa are an exception to the general 
rule, that ^savage" races dwindle before civilization. A abetter 
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acquaintance vith the actual facta proves, hoirever,, that the blacks 
of South Africa are no exception to the general rule. The}^ die out 
whenever they come face to face with civilization; whenever, that is, 
they come into competition with the interests or the labour of. white 
men. Two causes are, however, &t wor]^ in South Africa which prevent 
this effect ftom becoming readily or everywhere apparent. The main 
cause is the continuous immigration of blacks from outside. There 
may be two millions within the frontiers of the South African States, 
but there are maily millions immediately across those frontiers, from 
whose ranks are coming perennial streams of immigrants to enjoy 
the advantages and rewards of civilized life. In Natal this influx is 
reversing the usual South Africau order of events, in which the white 
encroaches on the lands of the native, for the native is here begging 
for lands from the white. In Griqualand'West there is continual 
incursion of blacks to earn wages as labourers in the diamond-fields; 
and all along the frontier line immigration is proceeding. Another 
cause is the policy, pursued in its entirety in Natal and to a very 
great extent in Cape Colony, of assigning certain lands as native 
locations. There are many such districts scattered over both 
colonies; and outside the colonial borders we have such " protected ” 
areas as Basutoland, Bechuanaland, and the Transkei territories. In 
all such districts the black man does not come into direct contact 
with civilization; but he is at the same time restrained from the 
Malthusian check of war. As a rule he obtains abundance of food, 
and the Consequence is, he thrives exceedingly. This is all very good 
for trade, as with prosperity there grows up a desire for European 
manufactures. It is said that in Basutoland, when we first took over 
the country'in 1869, there was not a trader’s shop in the whole ter¬ 
ritory, but ten years of our rule had induced a ‘'foreign’’ trade 
valued at actually half a million sterling per annum. 

Even in these protected districts, however, healthy and natural 
increase is endangered by drink and disease, both apparently 
increasing,with sad rapidity. Nothing seems to stay the spread of 
drink, and the evils are painfully apparent in the «^ide Cape Colony. 
There the native in many districts is on an equal footingwith auyother 
inhabitant, and can obtain what drink he will; in all such districts 
he is rapidly decreasing in numbers. Indeed, in South Africa, as 
elsewhere, it is evident that, once the native comes into actual com¬ 
petition with whites, or into direct contact with an advancing 
civilization, he dies out. * 

Naturally the great interest in the question as to the increase or 
decrease of the black, centres in the fact of whether or no he can 
properly supply the demand for labour for these colonies. At the 
Diamond Fields he has done so, acquiring even a liking, for steady 
work at wages; but it seems unfortunately only too true that when 
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lie resides for generations among the whites he loses these qualities, 
and refuses to work except just when he wishes to indulge in some 
special expenditure. As labouren, in the ordinary acceptation of the 
term, blacks are good as herds and in the charge of stcick, but for 
manual labour they are indolent and careless to a degree.^ Yqu may 
give them as exact and full instructions as you will, but they will 
not carry them out, unless, as one farmer put it, ** you have an over¬ 
seer to every labourer/' 

This rapid dying out of the black in any settled district is one 
important feature of the present position. It is true that in very 
many individual cases natives rise above their traditions and become 
owners of land and houses and cattle. The franchise is open to 
them, and this has had an excellent eifect in stimulating natives, in 
order to acquire the right to its exercise, to accumulate property of 
an annual value of j£25, or earn wages to an annual amount of 
j^50. In some constituencies the native vote is one of the most im¬ 
portant. But these nobler aspirations are the exception^ and rela¬ 
tively too weak to counterbalance physical decadence—even unto death. 

In the native locations indolence and surreptitious drinking have 
full play, and the consequence is, that in unfavourable seasons there 
i^ scarcity of food, and stock-stealing becomes rife. Further afield, as 
in Basutoland or the Transkei, where there is less control, drink, disease, 
theft, and even armed quarrelling, are always present, and just now 
sadly on the increase. The recent Cape Government Commission 
on the Liquor Traffic placed on record most distressing accounts, 
nor were they able to suggest any remedy for the sad state of affairs 
within the Cape Colony proper. Prohibition is urgently^rejcommended 
for all native districts and dependencies. But the evils are painted in 
strong terms:— 

**The Commission has been deeply impressed with the emphatic and urgent 
reprosentations contained in nearly all the evidence taken, and especially from 
the natives themselves, on the evils arising out of the sale and consumption 
of strong drinks. All this evidence points in the clearest way ta the use of 
spirituous liquors (chiefly ardent spirits, the produce of the distilleries) as an 
unmitigated evil to the native races, and thnj; no other cause or infioence so 
directly increases idleness and crltcie, and is so' completely destructive, not 
only of all progress or improvement, but oven of the reasonable hope of any 
progress or improvement ... if unchecked, it can only have one result, and 
that ie the entire deetruction of that portion of the nativee who acquire the taste 
for brandy. All the better class of natives, and even the heathen and unedu¬ 
cated po^on, appear to be conscious of this, and bave implored the Com¬ 
mission to suppress the evil, which is bringing ruin on themselves and their 
country.” 

Disease and theft unfortunately follow close on the heels of drink) 
and famine succeeds for a certainty. This is occurring now on the 
eastern frontier of the Cape Colony, throwing on our fellow-citizens in 
that part of the empire a fresh burden of anxiety and expense. 
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Moreover, the native is bIow to forget his former life of perpetual 
varfare, and his fighting instincts are dormant, not dead. In Natal 
and the tvo Boer States the natives are praoticallyiFithoat arms, and 
their squabbles, it is thought, can be easily quelled. . This is due to 
internal legislation. But in Bechuanaland, the Cape Colony, and 
Basutoland, the natives are armed. The endeavoun of the Cape 
Colony to stop the importation of arms were not only successfully 
evaded, but led the natives to place a wildly fictitious value on the 
possession of arms. They were ready to do anything and to undergo 
any sacrifice for this one fond purpose. In addition to this, the Cape 
Government neutralized all its years of effort in this direction by 
allowing firearms to be given in lieu of wages to men working on 
the railway extensions. It is said on excellent authority that not 
less than half a million of guns and rifies thus passed very quickly 
into the possession of the Caffres. One result of this strange 
Government action was the lamentable Basuto war. Other results 
hare been fatal fights and squabbles among the natives themselves. 
In England it would be well to take to heart the fact, that in South 
Africa total prohibition of the sale of liquor or of firearms has not 
only failed altogether, but positively set a new value on those for¬ 
bidden fruits. It is. clearly evident that a more rational system, 
which would set on foot really rational restrictions, can alone succeed. 

It will be well, before summing up the evils of the present position, 
briefly to describe the native policy adopted respectively by the Boer 
Governments, and our own Colonics of Natal and the Cape. 

The Dutch system has bad as well as good points. The natives are 
regarded as inferiors, and their title to their own country as altogether 
worthless. It supports, for instance, the trekking of a force of Boers 
into any native country to seize upon large areas of soil under the 
name! of farms. Sometimes the trekkers ** assist some native chief 
in his local squabbles, and claim from him the lands of his foes ; in 
others thd lands even of the entertaining chief are appropriated. In all 
cases ultimately the Boer farmer becomes possessed of new and exten¬ 
sive lands. Afterwards the main object is to reduce to a minimum of 
those actually required to do the small labour of stock-minding, the 
number of natives living on each farm. The remainder of the natives 
are forced to leave the district. A great instance of the Dutch native 
policy has occurred quite recently in the Free State. One portion of 
old Basutoland became possessed by some Barolongs under their 
chief Moroko, who left two sons, Sepinaar and Samuel*—sons^ that 
is, according to Catfre custom; for the Caffre, with a wisdom ex¬ 
ceeding that of Europeans, maintains that actual descent can only 
be traced to the nio^er. These two chiefs were sons of. Moioko's 
" first" wife* There was a dispute for the chieftainship* and both agreed 
to abide by the decision of the Free State President as arbitrator. 
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He, finding tliat Samael vas son of the wife only some .years afeer the 
father’s death, gave jadgment in favour of Sepiuaar, who enteced og 
his inheritance. Sepinaar last winter was mardffired**-it is asserted-^ 
by SamnePs party. The Free State territory surrounds this Native 
territory, and no sooner is this chief put an end to than the Free 
State steps in and proclaims this Native territory to be ^ree State 
territory. At once the whole system of greater and lesser chiefs 
and all other organizations of the Ba-rolong tribes are gone, and the 
natives all become equal in the eye of the Free State law—equal, 
that is, to one another, but altogether and hopelessly subordinate to 
the interests and needs of the Boers. The immediate pracdoal 
effect is a forced ezodus of large numbers of natives out of their 
own territory, and in the course of a few years all the Ba-rolong 
lands will have become Boer farms, and the Ba-rolongs of Moroko 
become merely historical. The Free State Boers do not deign to 
explain what right they have to the lands of a tribe simply because 
its chief was murdered. It seems that the international ethics of 
Europe have no hold on the Boer. On their farms, the Boers appear 
to treat well the few natives they allow there, even though severity 
is independently exercised against the refractory. But the strict 
Boer system soon strips a country of its natives. This system has 
had full and free play in the Free State, and is to be seen there 
in all its perfection. In that State the numbers of natives and 
Europeans are about equal. But then the Boer requires hardly 
any hired labour in his peculiar system of so-called farming. In 
a word, the native policy adopted in the Boer States is ** get rid of 
all natives we cannot actually use as labourers.” ^ ^ 

We have also two distinct systems of native policy pursued in 
our two Colonies of Natal and the Cape. In the Cape Colony natives 
live either in native locations or outside. In the one case th^ come 
under special laws and regulations well fitted to promote their pros¬ 
perity, but too frequently rendered nugatory by the opportunities for 
illicit drinking. In the otlier case the natives are simply on the 
ordinary footing of other citizens of the colony, capable of all rights 
and advantages open to white men. But then on its borders the 
Cape Colony attempts to maintain a Native empire, which governs 
the natives by special regulations and under Cape officials. This is 
a costly system, and it is difficult to see where exactly the Cape is 
the gainer. The pleasures of empire over Basutoland have cost the 
colony a debt of 000,000. Mr. Merriman told the House of 
Assembly the other day that attempting to rule the Transkei had 
abreadycost the colony J0765,OOO. From this costly luxury the 
colony reaps little profit, but runs considerable risk, as when it 
suffer^ virtual defeat when the 140,000 Basutos came suddenly and 
bitterly to oppose its behests. The fact is the Cape colonists are and 
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ought to remain busied about developing the resources of their own 
land, and to be called aside to this supplementary and gratuitous task 
of controlling natives outside their frontier is to be called aside 
from useful to useless work. As Sir Hercules Robinson not bng, ago 
reminded the Capo public, 

“ It was too much to expeot that the colony when first started in the course 
of self-government could at the same time take upon itself the Hdniimstra« 
tion of |)opul()us native territories beyond its borders. In placing extensive 
native territories under the government of the majority for the time being in 
the popular branch of a Legislature in which these native territories are 
wholly unrepresented, the system has broken down. The colony has been 
obliged in consequence to restore Basutoland to the Imperial Government, and 
if it would in like manner see its way to free itself, at all events for a time, 
from the responsibility and burden of the Transkeian provinces, he should 
then look forward with great confidence to tlie future of ths Cape.” 

So too Mr. Froude, when speaking of the undesirability of 
of South Africa one self-governing dominion, said, " Self-government 
in South Africa means the government of the natives by the European 
colonists, and not self-government .... the Europeans, he did not 
doubt, would control the natives, but only by measures which Great 
Britain would never allow to be carried out in the Queen's name." ^ 

I claim to know something at all events of the men and measures 
that have made their mark in South African affairs, and I state as 
distinctly as words will allow that the public men of our English 
colonies are to the full as careful of the rights of the natives as the 
public men at home. It is true that their views occasionally lack 
that political perspective which can alone make clear that the 
personal i^jeepls of the colonists do occasionally come into collision 
with the just rights of the natives. But the great weak point is, that 
the forces at the disposal of the local European colonial community 
are very inferior to the native forces they have to control, and 
thus we have measures, such as the fatal Basuto Disarmament Act, 
which would not even suggest themselves to an administration having 
the Imperial forces at its back and under its immediate control. The 
fact is, the Cape system is not a success. It is a costl/ but unneces¬ 
sary playing at empire, a useless burden and distraction for the Gape 
colonist. Commercially it endeavours to open to European trade 
native districts, but the goods that penetrate are mainly of European 
origin, and the task is thus oim that may well be left to Imperial 
care. Indeed, the Cape colonist has a fair right to call on the 
Imperial Government to relieve him of .the charge of neighbooring 
native areas, more especially as the strong, humanitarian sympathy of 
the British public H ever on the watch to force the Imperial Govern¬ 
ment to interfere in all native concerns. 

It was whispered to me in South Africa that a small—1 believe 
very small—class, interested in pushing its own way, highly approves 
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of the present system, for the reason that it means periodical 
ditions at the cost of the British exchequer. No, doubt money is 
thus thrown into the colony. Bat is this gain not altogether 
swallowed up in the evils that necessarily accompany It ? ,A Sotith 
African war unsettles everybody and everything. Young men of all 
classes—barristers and clerks os well as porters and cabmen-—all rush 
to the front; abnormal imports upset trade; a momentaryi but in 
reality a fictitious, prosperity leads to over-confidence, unjustified 
expenditure, and inflated speculations ; country districts are for the 
time denuded of supplies, and also of all means of carriage. In short, 
every industry and occupation is upset by the fighting fever, and by 
the unwholesome demands of a campaign. Thus, although there 
maybe hundreds of'thousands of pounds expended in the colony, 
more than hundreds of thousands arc lost in this general houle- 
versement of all legitimate occupations and all systems of commerce 
and finance. 

« 

In Natal the native policy is all in all, seeing that there are 
nearly 400,000 natives resident within the colony, although there 
are not 40,000 Europeans. The system there is to confine the 
natives to locaytious under native administration, although by placing in 
each a white magistrate and bringing all under tbe control of a special 
code of laws, the power of the chiefs is being gradually undermined, 
and European ideas of administration cautiously instilled into tbe 
native mind. Natives have, indeed, tbe liberty, to leave their loca¬ 
tions, and become fulf citizens of Natal, on equal footing with the 
whites; but to do this they must conform in all things, dress 
included, to European customs, and this the Zulu is very-loth to do. 
The immediate consequences of this system has been a lafge increase 
in the numbers of natives, chiefly due to immigration. There is 
general contentment, and willing payment of a hut-tax of d4«, per 
hut. The system is only not a success in the two important facts 
that, on the one hand, there is risk of more Zulus entering Natal 
than there are lands to provide food for; and another, that some 
sudden fanaticism or mistake may lead to native outbreaks. The 
first of these eventualities can only be prevented by stopping immi¬ 
gration, 09 would be at once done were England to annex Zulnland 
and reserve it for the Zulus. Tbe second of these dangers is obviated, 
but only at gi^at expense, by the maintenance of a very considerable 
garrison of Imperial troops. 

The capacity of tbe natives, outside every European State, to govern 
themselves is limited by the power of interference the whites have. 
Any adventurer can at once foment a quarrel between two native 
tribes. He and bis friends take one side, and, with this European 
aid, one if not two native " States ** are speedily and simply put out 
of existence. Were it not for this illegitimate white interierence 
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the natives would readily rule themselves. Erea the chief Khame, 
whom I had the advantage of visiting with Sif Charles Warren in 
the far interior at his big town of Shoshong, 600 miles north of 
Kimberleji and actually in tropical Africa, Carried on a moat effective 
administration, suppressing crime and drunkenness with, an un¬ 
swerving hand, and encouraging education, the improvement of 
roads and advance in agriculture. But he lived in perpetual’dread of 
this fatal, and apparently inevitable, interference on the part of white 
frontier adventurers, and was fain to beg the Queen^s protectorate. 
The capacity for administration is hereditary with these chiefs, and 
the people are thoroughly obedient to their government. But the 
system is completely at the mercy of any white adventurer. And 
the one main fact that the practical statesman has to face in South 
Africa is the steady inevitable encroaching of the Europeans on the 
lauds and independence of the native tribes. This would seem a 
proper, province for the interference and aid of an empire whose 
beneficent rule has done so much for the well-being of native races. 

It will thus be seen that the chief evils of the present system of 
native policy in South Africa are :— 

1, That the Boer system means in result, whatever the motive, 
simply the extermination of the natives, and the appropriation of 
their lands by the whites. 

% That the various colonial systems mean an altogether unneces¬ 
sary burdening of the colonics with the expenses, responsibilities, and 
risks'of ruling natives, thus disastrously checking the growth of the 
colonies. 

’ 3. That, although with every variety of control, the natives under 
colonial rufe are more and more becoming drunkards; that crime and 
want arc far too common; and that the risk of rebellion is always 
present,-uand the colonial forces too weak to suppress a big rising. 

4. That no permanent provision is made for protecting natives 

on the borders, who are ever subject to the marauding encroachments 
of white .adventurers, who make the colonies their base for hostile 
dperations. 7 

5. That in consequence there arc perpetual calls on the British 
taxpayer to make good acts of omission or commission iu South 
Africa, with which his own Government has had no concern. 

How to remedy all this is a problem which can only be solved, in 
the hopeful words of the new Secretary of State, by careful iuquiiy 
and anxious consideration. But solved it must be and that promptly. 

Perhaps the most painful, but in andther sense most reassuring, out¬ 
come of a full study of this problem is theconcludon that the present 
evils are distinctly the fault of nobody among permanent or local 
officiails. They ate the resultants of a varietyof circumstttnees and 
forces; they are, as it were, natural developments which cau nbw be, 
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but could not have beeu before^ dealt witii ia a complete and satis- 
factory manner. 

Tbe evils tbemselves are widely recognizAl, and remedies freely 
proposed. As a rulcj these proposals are made in some particular 
crisis and the horizon of treatment is, too confined. seem to 

know^ for instance, that the Cape is only one of sev^n Oovem- 
ments in South Africa, independent of each other. Thus the Pail 
Mail Gazette once proposed “the establishment of a ,permanent 
IHatire Department at the Cape, empowered by the Imperial Qavem- 
ment to deal in concert with the Colonfhl Government with all native 
questions as they arise, on certain easily defined and well-established 
lines.Mr. Saul Solomon, one of the ablest of Cape statesmen, 
also advocates the government of native districts from home through 
the governor at the Cape, and by means of a special magisterial 
and police service, leaving some kind of veto to the Cape Parliament. 
The practical objections to such a course which are at once obvious 
are that large areas, now or hereafter more or less under British 
influence and for which the British are responsible, arc altogether un¬ 
provided for, as are many native districts contiguous to Natal. ' There 
is the recent, instance of Bechuanaland. Neither the GovemmeAt 
nor the Parliament of the Cape Colony have been able to come to 
any decision as to that enormous native territory. Had a “Native 
Department or “ Governor to wait for the advice or consent of 
the Cape Colony authorities, he might often have to wait until the 
occasion for action was gone for ever, and he would frequently find 
that advice given one year would be reversed the next.' .But all the 
schemes which involve joint aption on the part of the Imperial and 
Colonial Governments must involve joint control and joint contribu¬ 
tion, if they are to be practically successful. These arc matters even 
more diflicult of adjustment than joint advice. 

Lord Grey advises—“ The management of our relations with the 
tribes, which arc more or less within the reach of British influence, 
as well as with the Republics of the Transvaal and the Orange 
State, ought to be brought under the sole control of the Governor 
and High Commissioner who represents the Crown, without his being 
hampered by having to follow the advice of Ministers responsible to 
the local Parliaments only.’' The late Sir Bartle IVere woul4 place 
with the natives, but under the orders of the High Commisioner, 
'' aq English official entrusted with sufficient powers, and charged to 
do right and execute justice according to English ideas, but through 
native machinery of administration, and to give security of life and 
property to the people.*' It is, however, to a speech of Lord Car¬ 
narvon’s, in the House of Lb^, that we can turn for the most condse 
description of the ccmiplete type of administration that is requisite 

“The power of responsible government in the colony was by no 
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means the best instrument for dealing with the natives on native 
affairs. These native tribes looked with much more confidence to a 
single head, such as the' Queen or a resident governor, than to an 
assembly of responsible representatives. The very system of parlia¬ 
mentary government involved a frequent change of ofBcera - and 
functionaries, and it was impossible in such circumstances there 
could be that fixity and continuity of government which was abso¬ 
lutely essential in dealing with native races. A far easier and better 
system of government for such a country and people would be some;^ 
thing in the nature of the government of Crown colonies, but of the 
simplest possible kind. What we had to do'wa&to make every native 
fed that justice was administered as between man and man.^' 

It seems, however, that the key-note of a complete system has 
not yet been struck by any of the statesmen who have dealt with 
this question. Many home statesmen have failed to grasp actual 
geographical conditions ; the horizon of the* South African statesman 
is too often limited to that of his own colony. In short, it may be 
said that hitherto progress in South Africa has been retarded 
})ecause most of the measures applied have been interfered with, 
cither by those who did not know South Africa or by those who did 
not know any other country. 

■Taking a properly wide view it becomes most evident that, if the 
English are to redeem tlicir pledge to protect the natives, and also 
their desire to relieve their own two colonies of the greatest burden 
under which they struggle at present, the English nation must take 
up this native question as a whoje. We must deal on common 
lines with Bechuanaland, Basutoland, the Transkei territories, and 
Zululand. In so doing all things will come easier; economy, 
security, and success arc thus, and thus alone, to be ensured. That 
is the problem. Local experience coupled with applicable experience 
of what has been successfully done iu other places, suggests a prac¬ 
ticable and easy solution. But these things can only be carried 
through under the seal of authority. The political exigencies of the 
Liberal Government prevented their formulating, at the time, any 
permanent native policy for South Africa, or drawing upon the ample 
knowledge and experience at the command of the Colonial Office. 
The Conservative Government naturally hold their hand just now, 
but the Secretary for the Colonies has said that inquiry and con¬ 
sideration may easily lead to action. Many advocate the prqmpt 
reference of the whole question to a Royal Commission. Certainly 
there must he a collecting and a collating, by independent hands, of 
the necessary information; abdve all, there must be hearty co¬ 
operation between the home and the polonial authorities. By thus 
inaugurating a new and fundamental departure in South Mrican 
native policy the Imperial Government may rid both South Africa 
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and England of an exhausting poUtical abscess that has defied all 
palliatire treatment. 

The present position of afiairs in Sonth Africa is favourable to 
such a new departure. The English taxpayer has just put down a 
million sterling in Bechuanalahd; in Basutoland and the Transkei 
something strenuous will have to be done to vindicate our authority, 
and^ indeed^ our reputation; Zululand appears to be on the eve of 
annexation. Now, is, therefore the accepted time. Tlie Transkei is 
breeding troubles from which the Cape Government would fain escape ; 
the feeling is strong in the Cape Colony that it is foolish for so young 
a community to burden itself with affairs outside its own already vast 
territories. 

Some remedy, then, must be devised which will bring the natives 
permanently under the control of consistent civilization, and imme¬ 
diately under the control of force immeasurably their superior. We 
shall thus and thus alone fulfil to them our pledges in the cause of 
humanity and justice; we shall relieve our fellow-countrymeh of the 
Cape Colony and Natal of harassing and distracting burdens, and 
leave them free and unfettered to concentrate all their energies aud 
attention on the development of their own resources. We shall 
follow at once our duty and our interest in thus taking a new 
departure in South African native policy. And that departure must 
be based on unprejudiced inquiry, and proceed in the direction of 
instituting a new independent control of native affairs. And it can 
only be undertaken with success by bringing to its aid both the local 
experience of the colonists and the world-wide experience of the 
Imperial Government. . 

In this article I have shown what definite work may be at 
once undertaken by the authorities in South Africa as well as by the 
Imperial authorities—the one in various internal matters, and the 
other in promptly defining and solving the great problem of a defi¬ 
nite native policy—in order to secure at the least expenditure a better 
prosperity for both Europeans and natives in South Africa. I com¬ 
menced by pointing out that the English taxpayer has sown as seed 
in South Africa at least d030,000,000. of invested moneys, and that 
he has weeded and watered and guarded this domain by continuous 
expenditure, which in the total already reaches many millions 
sterling. The harvest-time approaches when he may, if he will, 
reap the fruits of all this, not only in opening up new channels for 
his own trade, but also in assisting his fellow-citizens in South Africa 
to attain to a substantial prosperity greater than any they have yet 
known, and, at the same time, in securing to several millions of 
natives for whose well-being he has already made himself morally 
responsible, unprecedented advance on the paths of Christianity and 
civUization. 


Geohor Bai>en-Fowei.l. 
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I N a paper read last year at the Birmingham meeting of the 
Social Science Congress, Mr. Walter Besaui drew attention to 
what he called *' the great voluntary movement of the present day.” 
“ It is the noblest thing,” he said, “ the world has ever seen, and I 
believe it is only just beginning. More and more we are getting 
volunteer labour into almost every department.” 

Mr. Besant^s object in speaking was to point out a fresh channel 
for the energies of voluntary workers. He told of the grim and 
sordid ugliness and dullness which wrap the lives of thousands upon 
thousands of • the dwellers in East London—the biggest, ugliest, 
and meanest city in the whole world; ” of the men and women who 
arc crowded together to minister to our needs and luxuries, their 
own existence empty of all that makes life bright or beautiful, while 
temptations to that.which is evil and debasing beset them on every 
side. And then he spoke, as an artist may, of the beauty and the 
joy of art; . , ^ 

life,” be said, **can be wholly unhappy which is cheered by the 
power of playing an instrument, dancing, painting, carving, modelling, sing- 
ing, making fiction, writing poetry; it is not necessary to do these things so 
well as to be able to livo by them, but every man who practises one of these 
arts is during bis work drawn out of himself and away from the bad con* 

ditions of his life.We wisli that every boy and every girl shalllearn 

something, and it matters little whether we make him draw, design, paint, 
decorate, ^carve, work in brass or in leather, .... provided be be 
instructed In the true principles of art. Imagine, if you can, a time when in 
every family of boys and girls one shall be a musician,'and another a carver 
in wood, and a third a painter; when every home shall be full of ortisdo and 
beautiful things, and the present ugliness be only remembered as a kind of bad 
dream. This may appear to some impossible; but it is, on the other band, 
very possible, and sure to come to pass in the immediate fUtore.” 
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What then Mr. Besant asked of Bngland^a rolu^tary workers was 
that they should open the eyes of the blind to see and the ears of the 
deaf to ^ar that which is lovely and of good repcnrt; that they should 
develop the instinct of making in hands for which in idle hours the 
spirit of evil is apt to find employment in a distinctly opposite 
direction; in a word, that they should bring the joy tChd innocent 
recreation of art as a familiar factor into the people^s livea> a'splendid 
and priceless gift from the rich to the poor. 

The object of the present paper is to show that what to some may 
appear a mere Utopian dream has, on the contrary, a vital connection 
with some of the most practical questions of elementary education ; 
that the working classes themselves are beginning to recognize this 
connection, and to tell those who may wish to take a part in this 
new.educational work how much their services are needed at the 
present moment, and how they may at once begin to help. 

When, fourteen years ago, education became compulsory in the 
United Kingdom, many of the advocates of the new < Act felt 
exceedingly sanguine as to its moral results. But the connection 
between good conduct and bopk-learning is not so close as might at 
first sight be inferred from columns wherein the educated and 
criminal classes figure in opposing array. Withiq the past few 
years there has been a marked advance in public opinion as to the 
necessity for the industrial element in education which is intended 
to form the character. In re-forming the character which has been 
allowed to become blemished, industrial training takes every day a 
more assured position. No weed grows faster in neglected soil than 
mischief grows in the soil of idleness, and this fact is recognized and 
acted on in reformatories; the weeds are uprooted, *and the soil 
carefully cultivated to bear a very different crop. But prevention is 
better than cure, and if industrial training were made part of the 
education of every child; nay, more, if pains were taken to make 
every child love industry and take an intelligent interest and pleasure 
in using its hands and eyes, who can say how much waste, and worse 
than waste, of human life and ability might be saved, or to what ex¬ 
tent the necessity for our vast and' expensive machinery of prisons 
and reformatories might Bb done away ? Impatience of waste is a 
characteristic of the present century. The increasing desire of the 
rich unemployed for work bears witness to this feeling. Here, then, 
.is a great unused force waiting for employment, and a good task 
waiting to be performed. I shall try to show that the tfoik is One 
which calls for the very qualifications which those possessed of l^ure 
and general culture are best able to bring to it*. ^ 

As to the degree of indnstrid training which it is desirable io 
give to children generally, let us hear the opinion of a well-knoirn 
French authority. 
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In conversation, M. Lang expressed to the Commissioners hie views con< 
cerning the question of technical education as carried oat in France, more 
especially with regard to apprentice schools. He is strongly in favour of the 
introduction, even into the primary school, of a,certain amount of handicraft 
work; yet he does not think that the establishment of special apprenticeship 
schools should be largely promoted. He conceives that the introduction of 
such manual i.'istruction should bo made only to tho extent of giving boys a 
certain amount of readiness and aptitude in using their hands. He believes 
that these exercises not only give them this valuable power, but' likewise 
greatly develop their faculties of observation. A general increase in this 
kind of manual instruction to more than three hours per week he would 
deprecate, believing tLat the municipality or State is not called upon to furnish 
such instruction as qualities for any one particular trade, but simply to go eo 
far as that the knowledge gained may be applied to trades generally,” • 

There are many considerations whfch must be borne in mind in 
choosing the special occupations which are to create the "readiness 
and aptitude of which M. Lang speaks, and which draw out the 
powers of observation. For the younger pupils it must be such a^B 
will not demand much strain of muscle, and for all it must be of a 
nature which will not overtax either the mind or body of pupils who 
are tired with mental exercises. To introduce a dry and tedious 
species of handwork would be to disgust jthe younger pupils with 
industrial occupations, and predispose them to idleness in holiday 
time; it ought,.on the contrary, to be of a kind to attract and interest 
them, a great point being gained if they will practise it voluntarily 
at home. Some of the limitations which attach to what are termed 
" peasant industries ” apply also to occupations suited for educational 
purposes. The " plant ” required ought not to be cumbrous or ex¬ 
pensive } the work should be such as can he practised without incon¬ 
venience' in an* ordinary dwelling, and which can be taken up and 
laid down readily by those who are liable to be called away by other 
avocations. As to what are suitable employments for educational 
purposes, Nature seems to point them out with almost singular clear¬ 
ness. There is scarcely a childish instinct of manual activity which 
does not find its reflex and consummation in some of those simpler 
forms of artistic handicraft which have been and evr^ will be the 
delight of men and women in every age and country. Few occupa¬ 
tions are more distinctly educative tha^ clay-modelling, and clay- 
modelling is nothing more than a sort pf glorified mud-pie making, 
just as wood-carving may be considered as the sublimated whittling 
of sticks. It is but a step from the simpler and apparently instinc¬ 
tive process to the more refined and complex, and the transition is 
one BO entirely in accordance with Na'ture's dictation, that we need 
not feel surprised that children manifest in experiencing it the eager¬ 
ness and pleasure which usually attend any purely natural development 
of the instincts. Other minor arts might be named which bear ^0 

* Second Report of the Royal Commiisioners on Technical Inetniction, vol. i. p. 75. 
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same close and obnons relation to the radimentary occupations whicb 
appear to occur to every child who plays vith sticks or strava, mud 
or pebblesi by field or roadway. The children of the wealthier 
classes are as a rule overladen with ready-made toys in a manner 
which is not conducive to developing the creative instinct, and the 
wholesome desire which manifests itself to fathoiU the secrets of con¬ 
struction—to ascertain what is inside a costly plaything, what ''makes 
it go"—is not always regarded with due appreciation by nursery 
authorities. Wanton destruction, which likewise manifests itself in 
well-to-do nurseries and elsewhere, is something different; it is the 
instinct of activity perverted and degenerated by neglect, bearing 
poisonous instead of wholesome fruit. There is something pathetic 
in a child's eagerness to " make things," its pride in supposed success, 
its abortive efforts'—efforts too often put aside by parents with a 
smile, some game or purely mechanical occupation being substituted, 
which makes less mess and gives less trouble, while ij: perhaps does 
nothing to draw forth the innate powers which had been forcing 
themselves into notice, and hungrily presenting themselves for appro¬ 
priate nurture*. No instinct requires more careful or delicate handling 
than this divine instinct of creation, if it is to ffe brought to full 
maturity, and bear its ripened fruit through all future life: fruit not 
evidenced only in the making of tangible things, but fruit of wise 
and well-ordered energy, directed to the orderly and beautiful making 
and shaping of life itself. The occupations chosen must be pro¬ 
portioned to the child's growing powers, and every incentive given to 
perseverance and thoroughness; things may be made too easy as well 
as too difficult, but the child must be tenderly and patiently helped 
to overcome difficulties which might readily prove, too much for the 
moral fibre that ought gradually to strengthen along with the mental 
and physical. Such work is essentially work for cultivated women. 

Three years ago, in urging the need of introducing handwork into 
our elementary schools,^ I described an experiment then being tried 
in Philadelphia. That experiment was based on the principle that a 
child whose brains and muscles arc not sufficiently developed to make 
it desirable that he should be taught " a serious or severe branch of 
industry," might, be so trained by means of easy and attractive 
occupations, proportioned to his age and capabilities, that he '^’should 
be able to take up any kind of handwork readily and intelligently, 
so as to learn a trade sooner than he would otherwise have done."t 
Another principle, not yet sufficiently recognized in Europe, lay at 
the base of the Philadelphian experiment. Design must not be 
taught, as it too frequently is with us, as a branch merely; it must 
be regarded as the very root of proficiency in artistic handwork. 

, * “ Handwork for Cluldren Nineteenth Century, Oct. 1882. 

f a paper read before the Society of Arts by C. G. Leland, Feb. 4, 1885. 
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.Moreover^ the element of enjoyment was recognized and emphasized. 
This was no sentimental question of sugaring an unpleasant medicine^ 
of that shrinking from what is difficult or disagreeable, whudi charac¬ 
terizes a feeble generation. Rather it was the affirmation that the 
food most easily assimilated by the young, and which most tends to 
growth, is not that which is dry and difficult of mastication; that 
Nature intended the development of the creative instinct to be 
attended by the natural pleasure which follows the development of 
other healthy instincts; that as the bird wings and sings/^ so 
youth should rejoice in making and shaping, in beauty of colour 
and form, in the growing skill of the “ cunning workman,” in '* the 
finding out of many inventions.” The Tesults of such natural' 
development would be enduring. Whatever “ unhealthy and over- 
darkened ways ” might await the pupil in after-life, whatever grim¬ 
ness of mechanical drudgeries, some shape of beauty, some memory 
of work that was full of enjoyment, would still be with him to move 
away the pall from his spirit. In the evening, his day's labour past, 
he would still be able to turn to some recreative occupation learned 
in scbool-days, happy in carrying it to greater perfection or more com¬ 
plicated results, “ for the artist never grows old." Knowing the way 
to do so, he would be led to add to the comfort and beauty of his 
home by the work of his own hands, and there are few greater safe¬ 
guards to a man than pride in his home. Pleasure would be asso¬ 
ciated with that which is creative, not with that which is destructive; 
with activity, not with idleness. It is pleasant to learn that the 
Philadelphian system is gaining’ ground with our practical Trans¬ 
atlantic neighbours, and is not only making way in schools, but is 
also attracting attention in connection with questions of reform in 
prisons and asylums. 

A little book J by Mr. Leland, the originator of the system, be¬ 
came popular in Euglaud. The plan of village classes was suggested, 
and, like a seed blown across the sea, the idea took root in England. 
The occupations which had been tried in Philadelphia were tiie 
minor arts, some of which are practised with very prJctical financial 
result by children and peasants in other countries, and the best 
known of which are frequently practised by amateurs in our own, 
but practised often in a half-hearted way, which leads to small result, 
owing to a feeling that the amount of time and energy expended on 
occupations which are ‘taken up only for amusement is scarcely 
justifiable in an age when so much serious work puts forth its higher 
claims. By some such workers the prospect of employing ^eir 
talents for art handicraft in a thoroughly practical and useful' Vay 
was felt as a real happiness. Boys and youths were gathered into 
small classes held on Saturdays, or the evenings of other week-days, 

* ** Tho Minor Arts.” By C. G. Leland. Maomillan & Co. 
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and the work soon developed in a way whioh, certainly was not 
exprated at the outset.. Wood-canring was the art first and still 
chiefly |HractiSed, an art so well adapted for education^ purposes Uiat 
in Sweden it now forms part of the national school course. Boys 
and teachers alike delight^ in the attempt^ and in the absence of 
any sort of hard training, beyond drawing, in the pupil's school life, 
it was felt that the work, at first undertaken simply with a view 
to recreation; might, judiciously carried on, become a us^fiil factor 
in their practical education. 

Without entering into the vexed question of how much a State 
ought or ouglit not to do for the general instruction of its children,' 
it may be interesting in this context, to show the position which 
England occupies relatively to other countries, in regard to educational 
expenditure. 

“ In considering,” say the Technical Commissioners, “ by whom cost of 
the further development of technical education should be borne, we must not 
forget that, if it be true that in foreign countries almost the entire eost of the 
highest general and technical instruction is borne by the State, on the other 
hand the highest elementary and secondary instruction in science falls on the 
localities to a much greater extent than with us; whilst as to the ordinary 
elementary schools the cost in Germany and Switzerland is almost excludvely 
borne by the localities; and this was also the case in France and Belgium, 
until the people of those countries became impatient of the lamentable absence 
of primary instruction on the part of vast numbers of the rural, and in some 
instances of the town population—an evil which large State subventions alone 
could cure within any reasonable period of time. With the exception of 
France, there is no European country of the first rank that has an imperial 
budget for education comparable in amount to our own. In the United 
Kingdom at least one-half of the cost of elementary educatioais defrayed out 
of imperial funds, and the instruction of artisans in science ancLart is almost 
entirely borne by the State. Hence it will be necessary to look in the main 
to local resources for any large addition to the funds required for the further 
development of technical instruction in this country.” 

It may be added that the State expenditure on education in the 
United States exceeds our own. In Ireland, where a special need 
for hand-training exists, a special effort was made by .the Com¬ 
missioners to arouse local effort in establishing handwork classes in 
connection with the elementary schools. A circular drawing atten¬ 
tion to the subject was widely disseminated throughout the country, 
hut the soil was not generally prepared to receive the seed thus 
sown.^ At that time, however, a few workers here and there in the 
county were already beginning to gather a handful of lads into such 
little recreation classes as 1 have alluded to. Undoubtedly some 
practical demonstration of this kind is what is needed as a- first step 
both in Ireland and elsewhere. The sight of a few boys actually 
learning to use their hands and employing their idle hours ip. pro- 

* Second Report of the Itoyal CoznmisBloners on Technical Instruction, vbL L 
p. S15.' 
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ducing saleable work brings home some at least of the uses of 
industrial training in a way which nothing else is likely to do as 
efTectually. Moreover, if the teachers are persons. mixing in the 
general society of the neighbourhood, a degree of healthy interest is 
aroused amongst those best able to stir up “ local effort/' Stimu¬ 
lating efforts are brought to bear which would be absent were the 
affair wholly one of official routine. The Commissioners, prompt to 
encourage any wholesome effort, however small, showed in their 
attitude towards these little beginnings an unvarying kindness and 
appreciation which has gone far to bring about the development of 
the movement which has recently taken place. The first village 
classes resulted in the formation of others both in town and country. 
In some the teaching was quite free, in others a small fee was 
exacted; tools for working at home were lent on receipt of a trifling 
payment; prizes were given, and small local exhibitions held. It 
was the combined promise and shortcomings of the little classes, 
their obvious usefulness and capability of development, and the need 
of union and organization to make that development possible, to 
foster and maintain a good standard of work, and to find out and 
lead the why to new and appropriate branches of handicraft, that 
led to the formation of the Home Arts and Industries Association. 

The first annual exhibition of the society was held last July at 
the town-house of the president, Earl Brownlow. The greater 
number of exhibits were of wood-carving, but there were also specimens 
of repouss4 work in metal, beaten ironwork, carved chalk, pottery, 
hand-spun linen, and different kinds of needlework. A loan exhibit 
of Swedish hand-woven stuffs and embroideries, made by fisher- 
women, and used both for household purposes and clothing, beautiful 
specimens of embossed leather and of a strong species of mosaic, 
easily made, suggested branches which are likely to be taken up in 
the classes before long. Among the visitors and purchasers were 
H.B.H. the Princess of Wales and H.Il.H. the Princess Louise. It 
was pleasant to sec some pale-faced London boys going round the 
exhibition, and pointing out with pride what they themselves bad 
done. The work shown was the outcome of holiday hours happily 
spent by working boys and men and girls who had been taught by 
amateurs with or without professional assistance, and nearly all was 
of a 'character suitable for the beautifying of working men's homes. 
No one looking round could help feeling that a fund of artistic 
ability exists in our islands, if any one will take the pains to culti¬ 
vate it. Some beautiful repomai work in brass from Keswick was 
greatly admired, and .deserves especial mention: the peasant, pupils 
had been entirely taught by their clergyman and his >pife, who speak 
most warmly of the moral aspect of the work. From the first, 
indeed, the clergy, especially those most interested in the temperance 
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movement, have shown themselves prompt to see the uses of recreative 
handwork, and everj instance like this^ where energj and perseve/- 
ance have attained such practical result, must be felt as aU encourage¬ 
ment by all. 

The work done in manual education by the Brothers and Sisters 
of the religious orders, both in Ireland and on the Continent is too well 
known to require comment. Why should this beneficent work be con¬ 
fined to the clerical body or to the interior of convents ? There are 
plenty of laymen, and even a greater number of women, in every 
county of the United Kingdom, who would lead happier lives if part 
were devoted to an occupation which offers so wide a field for different 
kinds of talents and degrees of capability. 1 have already pointed 
out how obviously suitable and delightful an occupation for women 
is the task of developing the creative instinct in children; from per¬ 
sonal experience and the experience of friends, I have no hesitation 
in saying that the influence of ladies is also beneficial at a later age, 
when growing lads, and girls too, are likely to shake off restraint, 
and when taming and civilizing influences are specially desirable. 

In point of fact, since the idea of both men and women, of 
leisure finding employment in the voluntary teaching of handwork 
was first mooted, the progress of its popularity has been steadily 
advancing. 

Years ago, when the scheme of handwork classes was still in 
embryo, Mr. Walter Besant wrote in a letter of the "joy and 
delight" which such work might bring into thousands of lives. He 
spoke of the pupils; since then the same words have been used by a 
teacher to describe a teacher's feeling about it. Perhaps only those 
who have been ^tualiy engaged in the building up of fhese classes 
in town or country—often uphill work enough at the outset—can 
understand the sort of enthusiasm which is sometimes engendered. 
There is the sense of dormant power wakened and utilized ; the hap¬ 
piness of feeling it not merely a pleasure but a duty to become 
perfected in some already favourite pursuit, followed no longer for 
selfish amtisement, but for the good of others. There is a realization 
of things passed by before, an interest in the technique of work, 
which is no longer a matter of mere dilettantism. This interest 
spreads curiously in a neighbourhood, and is not confined to the 
teachers; friends and neighbours becomegood-humouredly critical, and 
questions of art and manufacture are discussed; old continental 
treasures are looked up and new ones brought home, the question 
being more and more frequently asked, " Why don't we make these 
things over here ? " When we think what a large portion of life is 
covered by buying and selling, making and using, and how pernicious 
in result has been the gap which has hitherto separated buying 
and using from the classes actually engaged in manufacture, we may 
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think hopefully of all that a closer union and better understanding, 
may bring in their train. 

Then there is the gradual growth of interest in the pupils; the 
friendly relations of a new and pleasant kind established between 
those who, with the best will in the world, do not always know how 
to set about becoming friends. In the recreation-room and work¬ 
shop the desired intercourse becomes easy and natural. There is so 
much to do, to show, to talk about; and the educated teacher finds 
himself possessed of what to his pupils is a wealth of general know¬ 
ledge which they are not slow to dwell upon. The utility of this 
general culture comes in sometimes in unexpected ways, and in none 
more than in the teaching of design. Practically it is found best to 
commence with the study of geometric forms. Here Nature, in her 
lower inorganic kingdom^may be called on to illustrate the laws of 
beauty and construction. The mineral and the snow-crystal may be 
brought under the pupil’s observation, and a great deal that is likely 
to interest him and open his eyes may be shown without straying 
an inch from the immediate business iu hand. Yet more interesting 
are tbc later stages, when some of the simplest laws of organic growth 
may he shown in their application to design, and Nature in her 
higher forms is continually appealed to, observed, and considered. 
Again, there is the historic consideration of ornament, which lends an 
iiiterest to every public building with which the pupils may be 
acquainted. 

Part of the work of the Home Arts and Industries Association 
has been to open studios at ], Langham Chambers, W., where 
voluntary teachers are trained iu a variety of minor arts, and from 
whence it is 'Loped in time to send forth both paid* and voluntary 
teachers to different parts of the country. An applfcation has been 
made to and granted by the council of the Society, that a large 
number of voluntary teachers should at once be trained on special 
terms to supply the demand created by the opening of the London 
Board Schools for evening classes, which are to be at once " recrea¬ 
tive and practical ” in character. Such recreative branches as are 
not included in the Code arc to be taught by voluntary teachers, and 
these branches include some of the educative minor arts which it is 
the special object of the Association to encourage. These schools are 
being opened in compliance with a request made by working men 
through the medium of their Trades' Council. They are practically, 
then, asking us to give their children that which we had been pre¬ 
paring to offer. Need it be said that will be most joyfully given ? 
But the traiuing of a large number of teachers on special terms will 
be a strain on the resources of this infant society—k strain increased 
by the demands for help which, coming from all parts of the country 
from those who wish to start village classes on the lines which have 
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beea found to sncceed beat, teatify to the need of ijie work wbicb baa 
been undertaken. When the need and the work are more widely 
known, 1 do not believe we ahall have long to wait for workers or 
for fonda to carry out our task widely and efficiently. In reading 
the reports of societies in France and in America bearing a resem¬ 
blance to .the Home Arts Association, I noticed that donntions were 
not confined to money only. When the Soci^t4 pour Flnstruction 
profesaionelle des Femmes was formed in Paris, gifts of books and 
materials for carrying on the work of its training school were freely 
made by well-known public individuals, by publishers, merchants, 
and private persons. Gifts of a similar description, especially of 
such materials as wood, brass, leather, &c., and specimens of artistic 
handicraft, would materially assist the operations of the Home Arts 
and Industries Association, especially in th^training of its voluntary 
teachers. 

In Sweden a society called the ** Friends of Handwork," consisting 
like ours pf a large number of paying members, is assisted by a 
small grant from the State. Without looking for this, it may be 
hoped that in many instances the local classes of tho Home Arts 
Association may win their 0ay to a grant similar in principle to that 
afforded to affiliated cookery classes under the Code. This,, however, 
greatly depends on the power of the Association in the first instance 
to raise the standard of their work to a, satisfactory level, and to 
develop this power of help in the Association. 

One word is needed as to the position which the association occupies 
relatively to the Department of Science and Ai*t and other greatoffidal 
organizations. The work which it docs iswork which in no waytrespasses 
on theirs, but, on the contrary, in many instances leads fip to it. It 
should be distinctly recognized that the training given to the pupils in 
the handwork classes is training which under existing circumstances 
they would not otherwise receive. The advantages of higher technical 
training will be explained and impressed upon them with the net 
result that a larger number of students will probably seek to obtain 
these advantages than would be the case were the new Society not 
existent. Fupils will be encouraged to save the little earnings made 
in the handwork classes, with a view of obtaining higher technical 
instruction should opportunity arise. But while thus acting as the 
handmaiden of these greater organizations, it may be maintained 
that the Society proposes to do a work in many respects of quite a 
different an*d separate character from theirs, and whieh, owing to its 
familiar and unofficial nature, enters into the hearts and lives 
and homes of the people in a way which gives it a peculiar merit 
of its own. 

I have no wish to claim for the Society’s classes a degree of use¬ 
fulness which as yet is but very partially developed; the movement 



536 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


is still in its first tentative 'stage; there is much to learn and to amend; 
but from what 1 hare already experienced and obserredi 1 cannot but 
believe that in the general teaching of handwork to boys and girls 
by voluntary instructors gifted with leisure, culture, and a quiet 
enthusiasm for their work, there lies a hope of achievement of which 
it is difTiculi: as yet to predict the full extent and value. 

Here, then, is work for the unemployed. The voluntary teachers 
required for London alone constitute a small army, and other towns 
are throwing open their schools for evening classes in the same way. 
Teachers arc wanted in every town where young men and women 
and children need wholesome recreation and kind and educated 
friends; in every village where boys and girls are to be found wasting 
or misusing their energies, boys and girls capable of becoming good 
and useful members of society if taken by the hand and won over 
to industry and thrift. 

To share in such work an appeal is made, not without hope of 
response, to those who may still find themselves in the ranks of the 
unemployed.'' 

E. L. JXBD. 


trom 



JOHN NELSON DARBY. 


O K April 29f 1882, there died at Bournemouth, at the age of 
eighty, John Kelson Darby, whose life exercised a profound 
and very varied influence. He founded a somewhat obscure sect, 
indeed, but a brief sketch will show how much wider, was the 
range of his influence, which embraced and shaped—directly or * 
indirectly—the lives of men celebrated in the world of thought 
and'literature. 

John Nelson Darby was born at Westminster in the year 1801, of 
a highly honourable family in the King^s County, the Darbys of 
Leap Castle. He was thus by accident of English bisth, but other- ' 
wise was thoroughly Irish. He entered Trinity College, Dublin, as a 
fellow-commoner at the age of fifteen, and graduated there as 
Classical Gold Medallist, when little more than eighteen years old, 
in the summer of 1819. His father had destined him to the Bar, but 
though called iu due course, he soon abandoned the din and bustle of 
the law courts for the calmer pursuits of the clerical life after which 
he had ever longed. He was of a profoundly religious spirit 
nature, and in the days of his earlier manhood—between 1820 and 
1825—strove to satisfy that spirit by all the practices of strict 
Churchmanship. In 1825 he was ordained deacon, and in February 
1826 priest, by the celebrated Dr. Magee, Archbishop of Dublin, 
grandfather of the present Bishop of Peterborough. Darby soon 
came into collision with the prevalent religious spirit of Dublin. 
Archbishop Magee and the Dublin clergy had taken alarm at the 
impending emancipation of the Boman Catholics, The Archbishop 
delivered a Charge, and the clergy published a declaration addressed 
to Parliament, denouncing the Boman Catholic Church, and claiming 
special favour and protection for themselves on avowedly Erastian 
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principles. Tlicy based their demands simply on the ground that 
Eomanism was opposed to the State, while their, own system was 
allied with, if not even subservient to, it. Darby's mind revolted 
against such a miserably low unspiritual view of the Church. He 
drew up, therefore, and circulated privately a very vigorbus protest 
against the* action of the clergy, a suflQciently courageous step for a 
young curate of two years' standing. This protest Mr. Darby re¬ 
published fifty years later in the first of the thirty-one volumes of 
his Collected Writings.” It is a very interesting document when 
read in the light of subsequent events, and explains the intensely 
Erastian tone in the Church of that day, of which the early Tractarian 
writers so bitterly complained, and against which they so persistently 
struggled. Darby’s protest was unavailing. The Establishment was 
everything with the Churchmen of that time, the Church of God 
was nothing regarded, and Darby's soul was vexed thereat. He 
looked around, therefore, for some body which might answer his 
aspirations after a spiritual communion based on New Testament and 
religious principles, and not on mere political expediency, and soon 
found it in a society, or rather an unorganized collection of societies, 
which bad been for many years growing and developing, and which 
\indcr his guidance was destined to take fiual shape in the sect now 
* called the Plymouth Brethren. 

We cannot understand the course subsequently pursued by Darby 
unless wo first take a retrospective glance over the very curious and 
striking religious phenomena presented by the Church in the reign 
of George lY. It is often remarked, and with much justice, that 
of no period, are men so densely ignorant as of that which imme¬ 
diately precedes their own time.. Every man of ordinary education 
can tell the details of the great Civil War, or the Eevolution of 1688, 
or even the leading events of the Ercnch Eevolution. How few can 
give any correct account of Eoman Catholic Emancipation, the 
Tractarian Movement, the Corn Law League, or the Papal Aggression. 
Yet meir arc well acquainted with these names, and their very 
acquaintance helps to cheat them into a belief that lAey know some¬ 
thing about the history thereof. Now to understand the principal 
religious movements of the present age, the Broad Church and 
the Oxford movements, as well as the great disintegrating 
movezhent of Plymouth Brethreuism, we must realize the 
prominent religious features of the days of the Eegcncy and 
of the reign of George IV. In the fiNt twenty-five years 
of this century the Evangelical movement was in the full swing 
of prosperity. Externally its prospects were brightening every 
day. The Church Missionary Society, the Bible Sociefy, and 
numerous similar institutions attested its zeal and organizing 
wcr. Internally, however, a canker-worm had already attacked 
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its life. Among the leaden of the party, about the year 1800, 
no one held a higher position than the Rev. John Walker, Fellow of 
Trinity College, Dublin, and chaplain of the Betbesda Chapel, the 
head-quarters of the followers of Whitefield and Lady Huntingdon 
in the Irish capital. Walker held and taught an extreme Calvin- 
iatic creed, which he bitterly and vigorously defended in a prolonged 
controversy Vith the celebrated Irish layman, Alexander Knox, the 
real father of the Oxford movement. But he very soon grew weary of 
even a very nominal conformity to the Church system. He recog¬ 
nized instinctively that its fundamental idea, which identified baptism 
and Church membership, was contradictory to his own, Which made 
God’s secret election and its manifestation in conversion the only 
basis of Church membership and oommunion. In the year 1804 j he 
formally seceded from the Church, and established a sect called 
Separatists dr Walkcrites, which will still be found leading here and 
there a lingering existence in Birmingham, Dublin, and a few other 
large towns. Their principles were very similar to the Brownists of 
Queen Elizabeth’s time. Walker held the extremest form of Calvin- 
istic doctrine, rejected ordination and an appointed ministry, 
practised close communion, refusing to admit any save his own 
followers to the Holy Communion, and taught that he could,not 
even pray or sing with any others, as the prayers of the wicked— • 
under which amiable category he classed his opponents—were on 
abomination to the Lord. • 

This sect decayed, indeed, but its principles survived and exercised 
a very corroding influence on the labours of the Evangelical party 
all through the first quarter of this century. The Separatists pursued 
tlie leading Evangelical teachers everywhere; poaching upon their 
congregations, robbing them of their most devout adherents, and 
representiog themselves as specially spiritual in contrast with the 
Evangelical clergy, whom they described as hankering after the flesh- 
pots of Egypt, meaning thereby the endowments of the Church 
Establishment. One instance will illustrate the pertinacious character 
of their attacks. Among the most pious' and devoted Evangelical 
leaders of that day was the Kev. Peter Hoc. Like so many others ' 
of that party, he was an Irishman, who was as well known, however, 
in London and Bath, as in Dublin or bis own city, Kilkenny, 
where he ministered. His biography—which can often be picked up 
for a shilling on a bookstall—is a singularly heavy book for persona 
in pursuit of light reading, but for those desirous of tracing the 
changes of^^igious thought^ it is full of interest. From that book 
we leant that the Walkerites weib so successful in their efforts about 
the year 1816, that Roe, together with the two leading English 
Evangelicals of that day, Messrs. Simeon and Legh Richmond, pub¬ 
lished a volume called " The Evils of Separation," to warn their 
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followers against their tenets. Yet> notwithstanding all their 
denunciations^ the Separatist societies—^in virtue of their more 
logical position—flourished and increased, especiallj in the West 
of England, Exeter, Plymouth, Bristol, as well as in Dublin and 
many other, places throughout Ireland, 

Another influence told powerfully in their favour. Young Darby, 
as already mentioned, was intensely disgusted by the open and avowed 
Erastianism of Archbishop Magee and his clergy. In his opinion 
they had lost all sense of what a Church is, and were desirous of 
reducing it to a department of the Civil Service, and he was not far 
wrong. Dr. Magee's charge was only an illustration of the intense 
secularism which then pervaded the Church, a topic upon which the 
Separatists were perpetually harping. The Evangelical party did 
but little to remedy this. They acted in that period as in our 
own day, hesitating to devote much attention to corporate Church 
action. They stirred up individuals, but neglected work and life 
organized on a Church basis. In fact, the idea of a Church with its 
organization and discipline found only a very subordinate, if, indeed, 
any place at all, in their system. The High Churchmen, again, of that 
generation were simply ultra-Protestants of a political type. Macaulay 
has,depicted the High Church feeling of that age in his ballad on the 
' “ Country Clergyman's Trip to Cambridge." The term High Church¬ 
man, indeed, now betokens anything save a rabid Protestant, yet it is 
a curious fact tliat in rural districts of Ulster the phrase High 
Churchman still retains its Georgian signiflcance, and denotes a 
Protestant of the popular Orange type. The High Churchmen, 
theu, of th^t.day could lend no help in combating the prevailiim 
Erastian tone. And yet the intense secularism pervading the 
Church some sixty years ago was something of which the men of 
this generation have no conception. The study of the popular litera¬ 
ture 6f that time will alone reveal-it. Let us take an instance. The 
careful student of old bookstalls will sometimes come across a 
curious \?ork called the " Parson^s Horn Book," published more 
than fifty years ago. A glance through its pages ^ill show what 
was the popular idea of the higher clergy of that age, when a 
bishopric, in Ireland at least, was esteemed a fair and fitting pro¬ 
vision for the younger son of a noble house. It will explain, too, 
the intense dislike manifested by the Separatists to the very idea of a 
Church Establishment. 

The "Horn Book" is a very scurrilous pamphlet indeed; it depicts 
the wealth and neglect of the clergy in the darkest colours, and much 
of it was doubtless exaggerated. Yet there must have been some 
foundation for the satire, or it would not have taken with the popu¬ 
lace. The following lines are a fair specimen of it. They arc taken 
from a piece called the " Devil's Shooting Excursion." 



JOHN NELSON DARBY. 


541 


** The month wee November, the montmg iSne, 

Thh dock had just efcrook half'Met Bine, ' 

The devil had swallowed hie ooiTee and toarti 

And aat by the Are peroaisg the Poat.e 

' A rare moiuing,’ oriee he^ * ho! my dog and my gnn, ^ 

I vow I moet forth for a tMte of fun.’" 

A 

Theo, after noting his various preparations for sportin^^ the poem 
proceeds— ^ 

“ Away he walked adown his farm, 

His tail like a lady’s train over his arm, 

HU gun on his shoulder, his dog by his side, 

Aod Cerberus casting in three-headed pride. 

What a set! to ho I 'to north, west and east 
I’oiuted at once the well-trained beast. 

When up from the stubble three parsons arose 
With a sluggish wing like their cousins tho crows, 
bang! Bang! down came two while the third wends on. 

The Devil chuckles and crien, Well done! 

, Coolly be picks up and bags the slain, 

They were fat and their craws weio hllcd with grain. 

Six bisho|)8 next be mot in a bevy 
And rustling along in pomp to loveo; 

And as they canningly schemed in pairs, 

How each waa to broach there his little affairs, 

The Bevil came on them unawares. 

From the aproned lot a brace he picked, 

Tenacea Vitse and thoughVipe melons, 

They died as bard as hardened fedons.” 

It is difficult for us to realize how such lampoons could have been 
popular ; but then we can have no idea how secular in that time the 
higher clergy were. Two practical examples^ however^ one drawn 
from Ireland, the other from England, will help to explain the 
state of religion which '^ed Darby and men like him to look 
for a true spiritual Church elsewhere than in the Establishment, 
ftid which,.at the very same period, stirred up Hugh* James Rose 
and the early Tractarians to combat that secularity and to revive 
the spiritual idea of a Church within the bounds of the same 
Establishment. One of the best known Irish clergymen in the 
early part of this century was the Hon, and Rev. Power le Poer 
Trench, last Archbishop of Tuam. He was ordained in 1792. The 
same year,'he was appointed Rector of Baliiuasloe^his family seat. 
Promotion after promotion rapidly followed. In 1793 he was 
appointed to the Union of Rawdenstown, in the diocese of Meath, 
which he held together with Ballinasloe. At the same time he was 
made land agent on the extensive estates of his father, the Earl of 
Clancarty.f Further still, he was captain of the Yeomanry in 1798, 
and scourj4 the.country day and night hunting the insurgents. In 
1803 he was appointed Bishop of Waterford, whence he was soon after 

* The popular Protestant Dublin paper of the time. 

f The custom of dignidlcl clergymen holding large land agencies only died oat* 
within the last twenty years. The last of the race was the Dean of Ross. He hdd a 
deanery in Cork, the rectory of Lisburn, and was agent over the vast property of the 
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transferred to the richer See of Elphin. In the yea? 1803 the White- 
boys were very troublesome. They assembled on one occasion to 
destroy the turf-stacks raised on the bogs nbar the town of Elphin, 
the episcopal residence. This was too audacious a proceeding for 
the bishop to overlook. So he called out a detachment of the 
Enniskilleu llragoons, and dispersed the rioters, riding so fiercely in 
pursuit that the troopers tumbled off their horses while striving to 
keep pace with a prelate whose military and equestrian vigour quite 
equalled that of Synesius, the celebrated North African prelate of 
the fifth century, whose hunting fame Kingsley celebrates in his 
'^Hypatia.” Yet all this time Bishop Trench was regarded as 
quite a model clergyman. This, however, was only Ireland, says 
the self-satisfied Anglican. Yet England was not one whit better. 
A simple reference to the well-known case of Bishop Watson amply 
proves this, for a careful study of his extensive works will show 
that politics, agriculture, chemistry, and scheming for promotion 
occupied his whole attention. 

These two instances are fair specimens—and I have by no means 
chosen the most extraordinary one%—of the secular and Erastian 
spirit then prevalent in the Church. 

The formation of the Plymouth Brethren sect is due to two men 
whose names are unknown to this generation. One was Anthony 
Norris Groves, of Exeter; the other was a Dublin barrister named 
Bellctt. Groves was once well known as a wide and cultivated 
traveller, and specially as the friend and patron of Dr. Kitto, the 
Biblical critic. Groves was born in 17'05; established himself as a 
dentist first^ at Plymouth and then at Exeter, where he rapidly 
accumulated a large fortune. When thirty years of age he dete^ 
mined to take holy orders, having been deeply impressed by the 
preaching of the Evangelical clergy at Plymouth. With this view 
he entered Trinity College, Dublin, about the year 1825, where he 
soon came in contact with Bellctt and Darby at the drawing-room 
meetings for prayer and study of the Scriptures, which, even still 
take' the place of lighter amusements in a 8om<^what extensive 
circle in the Irish metropolis, and which then were quite 
the rage with all serious minds. These meetings were largely 
under the influence of what wc have sfyled Separatist 

views. Their leaders were disgusted with the political Protestantism 
then in vogue. They regarded as sacrilege the imposition of the 
Holy Communion as a mere political test. They'couldi^not help 
contrasting the very mixed and very unfrequent Communions which 
resulted with that spiritual feast of which the New Testament spe&ks 
as celebrated every Lord's Day at least. The train was now laid. 
The materials for an explosion had all been long and carefully 
pared. The match was soon applied. In the year 1826 Groves 
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attended at one of tlie Bible Boilings to w|ii<^ I have alluded. 
Mr. Bellett vaa then present,, when Groves said to hiqi, “ It appears 
to me from Scripture that believers meeting together as disciples of 
Christ are free to break bread together, as their Lord has admonished 
them; and ip as far as the practice of the Apostles, can be a guide, 
every Lord's Day should be set apart for thus remembering the 
Lord's death and obeying the Lord's command." This suggestion 
was at once carried out by himself and his friends in Dublin. This, 
says his biographer, was the beginning of what is termed Plymouth 
Brethrenism. Events now moved apace. Groves and Darby 
imbibed scruples about the doctrine and discipline of the Church. 
They rejcctc<l ordination, and hesitated about the lawfulness of a 
Church Establishment. Groves at once relinquished any intention 
of taking holy orders, but Darby did not at once surrender his 
clerical position. Before he did so, two remarkable men appeared 
on the scene, and largely modified his future course. 'These two 
were Edward Irving and Francis William Newman, brother to John 
Henry Newman. Let us take Edward Irving first. The men of 
this generation have very little idea of the vast influence exercised by 
the weird, majestic eloquence, the secr-Iike utterances, the colossd 
person of the famous Scotch preacher. Ministers of State, noble¬ 
men, theologians, literary men, all ranks and conditions of society, 
were led captive by him. His teaching, which was closely modelled 
upon the style of the old Hebrew prophets, dealt very largely with 
the subject of unfulfilled prophecy and the speedy manifestation of 
the Second Advent of Christ. Irving infected his hearers with his 
views and expectations. Meetings for the study of prophecy became 
the fashion. Thus in the year 1827 a series of propltetical meetings 
were established at Albury Park in Surrey, the residence of the well- 
known Henry Drummond, banker' and Member of Parliament. 
The late Dean M'Ncile of Kipon was ’ then rector of that 
parish. These meetings were attended by M'Neile, Irving, 
and a host of the leading Evangelicals of that day,^ when the 
foundation of the Irvingite body was laid, which still looks 
back to Albury as its birthplace, ana still retains its head¬ 
quarters there. Among the devout and honourable women who 
' attended the Albury conferences in great numbers, was the Countess 
of Powerscourt She was so delighted with them that she estab¬ 
lished a similar series of meetings at Powerscourt House near Bray, 
in the copnty Wicklow, which for several years were presided over 
by the rector of the parish, the late Bishop Daly of Cashel. These 
meetings lasted till 1838, when the bishop was obliged to retire on 
account of the extreme anti-Church views which were openly avowed. 
His ^retirement did not, however, hinder the advance of the move¬ 
ment. At the last Powerscourt meeting Mr, Muller, the founder 
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of the celebrated Ashley Down Orphan House near Bristol, 
appeared on the scene. He was at that time th^ English leader of 
the Separatist movement. He had formerly been a Baptist minister 
in Devonshire, but, disgusted at the divisions and sectarian strife of 
Christendom, he left the Baptist sect in search of a visibly united 
Christian communion, free from the bondage of tests and subscrip¬ 
tions, which seemed to him the cause of all the mischief. He came 
over to Powerscourt and established a meeting for breaking of bread, 
open to all who loved Christ. Lady Powerscourt embraced their 
views. She seceded from the Church and joined the Brethren, as 
they were now called, and shortly after established a kind of 
Plymouth Brethren monastery at a lovely but very lonely retreat 
on the banks of Lough Bray, in the very depths of the Dublin 
mountains.* These events were not without a great influence on 
Darby. He was for some time curate of Calary, the next parish to 
Powerscourt, where he imbibed the Irvingite theories about prophecy, 
which coincided with his natural turn of mind. He became intensely 
ascetic. The overstrained expectation of Christ’s speedy personal 
Advent worked in 1830 the same practical results as they did in the' 
second century with the Montanists, and again about the year 
1000 A.D., when men thought the end of the world was surely at 
hand. What, they naturally said, was the use of earthly labour, 
or comfort, or enjoyment, when this world is so soon to pass away 
as a dream, and the world of eternal realities so soon to be revealed ? 
Darby lived on Calary Bog—a lofty upland a thousand feet over the 
sea, just beyond the Sugar Loaf mountain—in a peasant’s hut. 
He lived the life of an ancient anchorite, like an Anthony of 
or a* St. Kevin of Glendalough, in his own immediate 
neighbourhood.f His raiment was of the meanest kind, his personal 
appearance neglected; so neglected, indeed, that a gentleman is said 
to have once flung him a penny in the streets of Limerick, mis¬ 
taking him for a beggar; while as regards food, his body seemed 
almost independent of such a casual consideration. Day and night were 
devoted to his pastoral work, striving to rouse his h.^hland flock to 
a sense of the impending Advent. So ascetic, indeed, was his life, so 
rigorous his self-denial, so unceasing his labours, that his Boman 
Catholic parishioners concluded that one of the real old saints had * 
risen up again in his person. This asceticism was not conflned to 
Darby. It was a common feature of the movement. Under its 
influence Lady Powerscourt retired to her mountain cloister. Another 

* ** The Letters ^ Lady Powerscourt were published by Bishop Daly, with a 
laudatory Preface. They show how much of the spirit of the aurient MoDtaaists was 
in the whole movement. Her letters read in many places like the writings of 
TerttiUian after he joined that sect. 

f St. Kevin's Bed, well known to all tourists to Glendalough, in Wicklow, was 
evidently selected as the saint's retreat after the model of tno Egyptian hermits 
celebrated by John Cassian. Egyptian and Celtic monasticism were closdy alUed. 
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clerical leader of that date, belonging to a family distingoiahed both 
in Charcb and State, refnaed to have^ a cii^t in bis Tipperary 
parsonage, and snrrendering the comforts of a decent residence 
provided by his mother, retired to a stable. The good lady, 
indeed, followed her strong-will^ son with her kindness, and 
provided the stable with a carpet, which he straightwa^cut up into 
blankets for the poor. For what, he and such as he argued, has a 
Christian to do with the comforts of a world lying in wickedness ? 

This tendency to asceticism and separation, joined to prophetical 
speculation, still, indeed, marks the followers, of Darby. No true 
member of the Brethren will be a magistrate or take any other 
part in the organization of this wicked world. They will not even 
contribute to charitable organizations, and, like the original Quakers, 
are. wont to regard music, painting, and similar recreations, as coming 
under those lusts of the flesh and of the eye which Scripture so 
strongly denounces. From Irving, then, Darby derived his pro¬ 
phetical system, which became one of the most prominent features 
of his system, and one of the rocks, too, on which that system was 
rent asunder. From Darby, on the other hand, Francis William 
Newman received a mental impulse and direction from which he 
never recovered himself. The full ’tale is told by him in the first 
forty or fifty pages of the “ Phases of Faith ;" and as the modern 
sceptical movement is largely due to the writings and infiuence of 
Newman, it may, at the same time, through Newman be in some 
degree credited to John Nelson Darby. Let us briefly tell the 
story:—Francis William Newman was contemporary with John 
Henry at Oxford, but speedily found himself separating from him, 
John Henry, though still a nominal Evangelical, a meinber of‘the 
Church Missionary Society, one of the original founders of the 
Record, and a preacher in such prominent Evangelical pulpits as 
that of Henry Venn Elliott's at Brighton, was quite too High Church 
for his brother,* He was also rapidly developing views which seemed 
to his brother quite inconsistent with Scriptural truth. Both, indeed, 
were discontented with the existing state of the Church. ABotb 
longed for external and visible unity, but each sought for it in an' 
opposite direction. Some time about the year 1827 the younger 
Newman was engaged as a tutor in the family of the late Chief Justied 
Pennefather, of the Irish Queen's Bench, well known as the judge 
who presided over the famous but abortive trial of Daniel O'Connell. 
Mr. Pennefather was, at the time we speak of, a leading Chancery 
barrister. He had been married twenty years before to Darby's 

* " 1828. Jaly 27. I read prayers. The Rer. J. H. Newman, fellow and tator of 
Oriel, preached on Isaiah liii. 2. A capital congregation.'—Batenum’s Life of 
Rev. H. V, Elliott, p. 119. Robert Wil^rforce, also, and Cbarlea Simeon auisted 
Mr. EUioU that summer. 
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eldest sister. He was therefore a man well past middle life. Mr. 
Darby, however, though only a man of six-and-twenty, had established 
over Mr. Pennefather and over all his family the completest moral 
supremacy. They all bowed before his decision m all matters spiri¬ 
tual, Into the magic • circle of that influence Newman was now 
introduced, and to it he at once yielded himself. Darby taught him 
the unspiritual character of the Church. The bishops of .the day, he 
boldly declared in one of his earlier pamphlets to have been, almost 
without exception, devoid of any divine call to their office. The 
spiritual clergy, he tells us, in private acknowledged only six of the 
bishops as men of God, or called by God to their high office. He 
taught Newman to reject all human creeds, all articles of faith, all 
councils and synods, as being mere devices of Satan to introduce 
divisions among true Christians; while he impressed upon him that 
to the Bible, and to the Bible alone, was he to bow, as being in every 
jot and tittle the very voice of the Eternal God. Newman yielded 
himself completely to this teaching. He dared not to question. 
Darby's personal influence was like that of Athanasius, Cyril, Hilde¬ 
brand. It swept all obstacles from its path. Newman bowed before 
it, enrolled himself among his followers,. and introduced Darb^y to 
Oxford in the year 1830, where he exercised for the time a tre¬ 
mendous influence. 

Of that visit to Oxford in 1829 or 1830, Newman thus writes in 
“Phases of Faith," p. 41: “When I returned to Oxford I induced 
the Irish clergyman (the name by which he always designates Mr. 
Darby) to visit the University, and introduced him to many my equals 
in age or juniors. Most striking was it to sec how instantaneously 
he assumed the place of universal father-confessor as if he had been 
a known and long-trusted friend. His insight into character and 
tenderness pervading his activity so opened young men's hearts that 
day after day there wastuo end of secret closetings with him." Darby, 
in fact, evidently possessed that sympathetic power combined with 
that iron ijill, that determined purpose, that utter disregard of mere 
material and worldly considerations which strike youn^ men's imagina¬ 
tions and have ever marked the leaders of great spiritual movements, 
an Athanasius, a Dominic, an Ignatius Loyola, or a Jo}u> Wesley. 
But Darby was not the only influence which shaped Fi W. Newman 
in an opposite direction to that in which his brother waflthen moving. 
Theologians and expositors of a mystical sort have ofte^,noticed from 
the case of St. Andrew the power which^an inferior mind ^ a spiritilal 
type often exercises over its superior. Andrew was much inferior 
to St. Peter, still his spiritual gifts and his personal acquaintance 
with Christ enabled him to exercise a vast and abiding influence over 
the future of his far abler brother. So has it been in every Bixpilnr 
movement. The most influential minds h^ve not been most 
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powerful or the most intellectual cmes, and so itwas^lth the move¬ 
ment of which .we are speaking. Its most stfiking charaoteristica 
and its most practical e^rts were due, not to the intellectual superi- 
oritj of Dar|> 7 , but to the more retiring and contemplative mind of 
Anthony Norris Groves.' We have already mentioned him as one of 
the original founders of the party. In the year 1826 he wrote a 
tract called Christian Devotedness/' which exercised a wonderful 
induence at that time; and yet it had nothing that is new to any u^ell- 
read historian. It simply inculcated the principles which St. Dominic 
and Francis Assisi and. St. Columba and St. Anthony and the 
founders of monasticism and asceticism in every age have taught. 
Its title-page proclaims the nature of the treatise. It is a con¬ 
sideration of o\ir Saviour's precept, " Lay not up for yourself treasures 
upon earth; ” and the tract then proceeds to make a far more close 
and literal application of the Sermon on the Mount than ever the mq^t 
thorough-going follower of George Fox has done. Groves, in his 
pamphlet, teaches that the one principle needful to extend the Church 
is an unreserved dedication to God of all wc possess and of all we can 
by diligence in oar several vocations procure, including all provision 
for the future, for the extension of Christas kingdom on earth. 

This view resulted from the favourite principle of all those earliest 
Brethren concerning the speedy appearing of Jesus Christ. They 
acted, therefore, like the Thcssalonians in St. Paul's time. They 
lost all interest, as we have already noted, in the affair's of this pre¬ 
sent life. When their leaders were asked whether a true Christian 
could take part in art, learning, literature, business of any kind, 
the answer was an immediate and universal negative. A mere man 
of the world might take part in these things; but bow could one 
who knew that very shortly all these things must be consumed 
spend his few remaining days in such solemn triflings; how could 
he do aught else save, ridding himself of all worldly cares, preach 
the Gospel to a perishing world ? And Groves's teaching took effect. 
He possessed a handsome fortune. He surrendered it aU for the 
support of missions. He had a wife and children, but his prinoiples 
extended to them as well as to himself, and forbade him to make any 
provision for them. In all probability, he argued, they never would 
require any such provision, as the Lord's appearance would bring with it 
those Spiritual bodies and that higher dispensation where material ne¬ 
cessities have no existence; and if ever the need should arise, they have 
thb Father of the fatherless and the God of the widow to fall back 
upon. He went farther still. He started off with his wife and 
family to preach the Gospel to the Mahometans of Bagdad, depend'- 
Ing, Bke the Mendicants of the Middle Ages, upon the alms of the 
faithful for his entire support, and among the records of missionary 
enterprise there exists no nobler story of toil, privation and suffering 
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bravely and tnjstfully endured, than that unfolded in the journal 
of Groves.* He left England in a small sailing yacht in June 1829, 
sailed to St. Petersburg, and thence made his way to his destination 
by way of Moscow and Persia, arriving at Bagdad about seven 
months after his departure from London. He made little way, 
indeed, as & missionary, but the plain vigorous teaching and the 
chivalrous self-denying example of Groves told upon many at home. 
It was a novel feature in the religion of those days, and came with 
all the force of a revelation upon a nation whose spiritual life had 
been largely nurtured upon controversial sermons and fiery denuncia¬ 
tions of Roman Catholic emancipation. Many hastened to adopt it. 
The teaching of " Christian Devotedness" found adherents even 
within the Establishment. Twenty years ago the memory of its fol¬ 
lowers and of their actions had not died away in the county Tipperary. 
The Hon. John Vesey Parnell, afterwards the second Baron Congie- 
ton, and the cousin of the famous politician of our own day, was 
one of the English leaders of the movement. He had been left a 
fortune of twelve hundred a year by a rich uncle. He acted like 
Mr. Groves, consecrated it all to the cause of God, and established 
himself and his family in a house at Teignmouth at an annual rental 
of j£12, without a carpet, with wooden chairs, a plain deal table, steel 
forks, pewter teaspoons, and all else to match. It was into a society 
where such enthusiastic views were prevalent that Francis 'William 
Newman was thrown. They just suited his existing frame of mind, 
whicli is best described by the word "thorough,’^ He bowed im¬ 
plicitly before the Bible as in every jot and tittle the voice of the 
Most High, and he only longed for a perfect obedience to its dictates. 
The teaching of " Christian Devotedness struck him as the very 
thing he sought. Here at last he had found a man who not only 
believed, but also lived, the Sermon on the Mount, and he deter¬ 
mined to join him in his missionary work. In September 1830^ a 
party .was formed to go to the assistance of Mr. Groves. There was 
no missionary organization, indeed, to keep up funds and look after 
the infinite details which compass such an enterprise, for such an 
organization would have implied a lack of faith. Mr. PamelPs pro¬ 
perty supplied the expenses, and under his guidance a party of six 
—three ladies and three gentlemen, including Parnell himself and 
Newman—started off upon a voyage which lasted from September 
till the following June. The journey was conducted upon a strictly 
primitive model. They followed in the footsteps of St. Paul, going 
over the same ground as he did in his journey to Rome, and ex¬ 
periencing much the same difficulties. Newman followed apostolic 
example in other respects too. He concluded that infant baptism 

* " Journal of a ReaiJence at Bagdad during -the years 1830 and 1831.” London: 
Kiabet 1832. In 2 yoK 
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was invalid. He was rebaptized therefore. He was prostrated with 
the plague: when he was at the worsts and all hopes had been given 
up^ the Brethren resorted to the Scriptures for advicei. They 
anointed him with oil in the name of the Lord according to the 
advice of St. James, and prayed over him; and Newman was restored 
to, the sorrowing flock. But yet Newman had not fountf rest. His 
Oxford training had taught him Bean Aldrich’s logic, and logic kept 
him in a state of perpetual suspense. A Mahometan carpenter at 
Aleppo performed the same office for him as the famous Zulu per¬ 
formed for Bishop Colenso. Newman essayed to convert the 
carpenterj and the carpenter Well-nigh converted him. He went to 
Bagdad and laboured there devotedly for" three years, gaining that 
familiarity with the modern Arabic which has ever since made him 
an authority on that difficult subject. At Bagdad, Newman strove to 
reclaim a dissolute but clever Englishman, and the sinner repaid the 
faithful preacher by suggesting fresh doubts to the ever-rcstless spirit. 
Newman bowed to the Bible, as 1 have said; but the very depths of 
his reverence increased his-doubts. He studied St. John, and that 
Gospel, which orthodoxy prizes as the very key of the citadel, seemed 
to him to overthrow the whole fabric of the Trinitarian scheme. St. 
John’s Gospel seemed to him to teach plain Arianism. He accepted 
Christ as a secondary deity; but these words of our Lord’s eucharistic 
prayer, “ This is life eternal, to know Thee the only true God and 
Jesus Christ whom Thou hast sent,’’ seemed quite inconsistent with 
the orthodox doctrine. His doubts increased every day, and at last 
when he returned homo determined to seek satisfaction by com¬ 
munion with Mr. Darby, whom still he reverenced as of yore, he found 
that the tongue of scandal had been before him and had proclaitbcd 
him a heretic. He was still, however, a devout follower of the* 
Brethren, preaching in their chapels, at the expense even of a per¬ 
manent separation from John Henry Newman, who could not tolerate 
such an invasion of the sacerdotal office. He was suspected, how¬ 
ever, and yet he had hope. Mr. Darby had taught him to regard 
creeds, Councils, and confessions as an institution of the Devil, and to 
look for guidance to the written Word alone, interpreted by the 
individual conscience. That written Word taught him his peculiar 
views, and surely Darby would sympathize with and help him. But 
he found that he was utterly mistaken. Darby might reject the creeds 
of Catholic Christendom and the authority of councils as venerable 
aqd as universally received as those of Nice or Constantinople/ but 
he had never abandoned the creed of John Nelson Darby, which was 
identical in doctrine with the symbolical documents he rejected. 
Newman, and Darby debated. Darby asserted that Newman’s 
‘rejection of the Homoousion, or the true, real, and essential deity of 
Christ contradicted holy Scripture. Newman "retorted that it was 
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the very words of Scripture taught him this view. Darby replied 
that Xcwman’s interpretation of the passage quoted hy him^ and 
specially of our Lord's words in the seTenteenth of St, John, was 
rejected by the whole Church, and then Newman, to his horror, 
discovered that Darby was just as bad as any of the dogmatic 
Churches v^ich he'had rejected, for when hard pressed he followed 
their example, and fell back from the simple Word of God, inter¬ 
preted by the individual Christian conscience, upon the depisions 
and decrees and authority of fallible men. And the end— 
pathetically told as it is by Newman—was not far off; for the 
vision of a pure Biblical Christianity had faded away from before 
Lis eyes, and nothing remained for him now but to go out all alone 
into tho barren and dry land of scepticism to be in his own person 
at once the apostle of reverent conscientious doubt and, at the same 
time, when contrasted with his celebrated brother and with Darby 
himself, an illustration of those most pregnant words of the Master; 
“ I came ndt to send peace' on the earth, but a sword/' 

Darby practically abandoned his clerical position in the year 1833. 
The cup of the Church's iniquity was filled for him by Archbishop 
Whatcly, That prelate Lad just then united with the Homan 
Catholic Archbishop Dr. Murray in establishing the Irish system of 
national education. That institution had long to struggle against 
the bitter hatred of Irish Bvaugelicalism, a feeling in which Darby 
heartily and thorouglily joined. One of his earliest and most en¬ 
venomed publications was, indeed, directed against the Government 
plan, invented by the late Lord Derby, as being a complete 
submission to Borne. Henceforth Darby directed his efforts, and 
the|^ were stupendous, to building up his society. Every quarter of 
* tho civilized world was visited by him. Switzerland, Germany, Italy, 
Canada, the United States, and New Zealand felt the power of his 
presence. But it docs not come within the scope of this article to 
present an exhaustive narrative of liis life; I have written it rather to 
show his iuftacnce at a great religious crisis, and to explain the origin 
of his followers. It must suffice, in conclusion, io dwell briefly 
on two points—their continental action and their home divisions. The 
Darbyites, forty years ago, made as great a stir in Switzerlam} 
as the Salvation Army has of late. Swiss Protestantism was in a very 
languid state when Darby was invited thither about the year 1839. 
The Methodists had endeavoured to inspire new life into it, but 
Methodism of John Wesley's type was regarded by Darby and iqen 
like him as a perversion of the Gospel.* Darby therefore came to 

* .ToUn Walker, whom I have described as the teMher of Darby, issued an address 
to Alexander Knox and the Wesleyans about 1804, in which he placed them and ril 
non-Caiviniste out of the pale of salvation. Through Alexander KooXi Oxford 
movement connects itself with Wesley, as Darby is connected with Whi^eld through 
Walker. 2 ' ■ 
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Lausanne, Tigorooslv opposed the Methodists, and that with such 
success that the Darbyite party absorbed all the elements of dissent 
from the National (^hurch, and even still numbers upwards of 
seventy congregations. But troublous days soon came. The years 
between 1844 and 1848 were full of peril, and religious wars again 
cast their baleful shadow across the Swiss valleys. DarHy^s followers 
were persecuted, his own life was in peril, and he had to fly to Eng¬ 
land, where, indeed, his presence was much needed, for doctrinar 
troubles began to split up and divide the Brethren once united 
in closest bonds. The year 1848 was marked by a division, which 
has never since been healed, but has been tlic cause of as much 
heartburning and bitterness as any religious feud that ever existed. * 
It haa been, indeed, an illustration of the oft-made remark that 
theological quarrels increase in, bitterness in the inverse ratio 
of the difference between the combatants. The Presbyterians of 
Scotland are united on all fundamental questions, yet Scotland is 
pre-eminently the land of theological strife. The Brethren to an out¬ 
sider appear one in' doctrine, yet the hostility between an Ulster 
Orangeman and the most devoted Ultramontane is nothing os com¬ 
pared to the feeling with which an Exclusive or pure Darbyite now 
regards a Mulleritc or Bethesda adherent of the same party. ^ We 
must briefly explain. About the year 1845 Mr. Benjamin Wills 
Newton, one of the original founders of the movement, was minis¬ 
tering at the Providence Chape), Plymouth, where he numbered the 
celebrated critic Mr. Tregclles among his supporters. Plymouth had 
from the beginning been one of the chief seats of the movement, whence 
the designation of Plymouth Brethren by which the sect is now 
known. There Newton broached some peculiar views on propBtecy 
and the person of Christ, that crux for theological speculators over 
which so many from earliest days have puzzled themselves and 
been confounded. Darby was always keenly alive to heresy on this 
subject. His old theological training taught him the vital import¬ 
ance of the Catholic doctrine, and as he had once excommunicated 
Newman for error on this point, so now he proceeded to deal with 
Newton, solemnly delivering him over to Satan, and calling upon all 
other meetings in communion with him to do likewise. At Bristol 
therc' existed, and there still exists, a large congregation under the 
ministry of George Muller, who was also one of the original founders 
of the sect. It is called Bethesda, and well deserves the title " House pf 
Mercy,” on account of the great Ashley Down Orphanage connected 
therewith. Muller had not the same keen ecclesiastical and dogmatic 
mind as Darby. He declined to take any action about Newton’s 
opinions, and according to the original views of the Brethren, admitted 
all to communion who made a profession of faith in Christ, whether 
they came from Plymouth or anywhere else. Darby, on the other 
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handj declined to admit any unless they would accept what his 
friends technically still call the Bethesda test, whereby not only Newton 
is condemned, but also all those who stand neutral jn the fight, like 
Muller and his party. Darby, in fact, showed that he was a thorough 
Irishman. He far preferred an open enemy to those who showed so 
little spirit to take no side at all when a good honest fight was 
going on. Since that quarrel the Brethren have everywhere been 
split into two camps—the Open Brethren and the Exclusives—both of 
which will be found in the obscurer parts of all our towns; for the 
Exclusives alone, a few years ago, returned their number at 750 
congregations in the • United Kingdom. The spirit of division has, 
' however, increased as years rolled on, and the Brethren who started 
only half a century ago to present the world with the spectacle of a 
visibly united communion, have ended by creating a fresh schism iu 
their own ranks every five or six years. There are now no less, than 
five great hostile sections of them. The Exclusives are divided 
into Darb^ites, Kcllyites, and Clufiltes; the Open Brethren into 
Mullerites, or the Bethesda party, and Newtonians. As for Darby, 
he pursued the even tenor of his way till the end came; developing, 
however, strangely enough ever higher and higher claims for his 
own party. Those who agreed with him were the Church of God upon 
earth. Those who disagreed with him on any point of doctrine 
or of discipline, he excommunicated at once, and regarded as outside 
the covenanted mercies of God. During the later years of his life 
he lived at the Priory, Islington, which, during the decade between 
1870 and 1880, was regarded by his followers as a kind of local 
Vatican, whence issued decrees on all topics, demanding instant and 
unmurmuring obedience. Why, even the very change of a meeting 
from one locality to another without permission was regarded as an 
act of carnal self-pleasing and rebellion, and punished as such. 
And the end of a movement for spiritual independence and in defence 
of the rights of the individual Christian conscience was a very dis- 
.appointing one, for it only terminated in the establishment of a 
crushing and intrusive spiritual tyranny, embracing &/1 the pretensions, 
but carrying with it none of the antiquity and historic glory which 
cast a halo round Papal Supremacy. Verily, as we view Darby’s 
early teaching and action, and contrast them with his latest days, we 
read in them a new illustration of the words of the wise man: ** The 
thing that hath been, it is that which shall be; and that which is 
done, is that which shall be done: and there is no new thing under 
the sun."* 

Geokge T. Stokes. 

* The reader desiroas of further information on this ourioua topic iriU find it abun¬ 
dantly supplied in the article on the Plymouth Brethren in the new edition, of Herzog's 
“ Ucal-Encyklopttdie.” This deals spocialljr wth their Continental history. Dr. Hiifip 
RchaWs uew " dictionary of Theology,” t. iii. pp. 1856 and 2592, traces the movei&CDt 
to Tarby's death, . . 
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fla of the prefaces to hia poems, Heine relates how, in May 1848, ho 
dragged himself into the Louvre to take farewell of our dear Lady of 
Milo. “ I lay,” he said, “ for a long time at her feet, keeping so 
bitterly that a stone must have had pity on me. And though the 
goddess looked down on me with compassion, it was a compassion 
without comfort, as if she would say, ‘ Soe’st thou rot' that I have no 
arms, and so cannot give tlico help ? ’ ”] 


O NCE more I come before mine eyelids fail 
And drop between me and the light I see. 
Once more I come to take my farewell look • • 
Of her who, like a glory, led my youth. 

And gave a shape and colour to its dreams. 

But once again before I turn away 
Into my living grave to die—to die. 


. O perfect form of perfect woman, clad 

In that sweet light not born of earth, but drawn 
From those high realms that bend above the gods. 
Whose sun has lent the softest of its light 
To cling forever round this splendid form 
That cares not for our worship, nor the love 
Of pilgrims drawn by unseen links to lay 
Their highest love—highest as no desire 
Can ever mingle with it—at thy feet! 

Thou wert to me as sunshine to the day, 

■ The presence by whose side I knelt and saw 
The shadowy curtains of the land of dreams 
TOL. X&TIII. P P 
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Lift; as a morniDg mist takes to the hillS; 

And thine the voice that, soft as April raiH; 

Bade me rise up and enter.- But amid 
Those forms that haunt the regions of our sleep, 
Or look in on our day-dreams in the light, 

WliCQ, without sleeping, wc dream purest dreams, 
Thou wert the fairest of them all, and rose 
Perfect in all thy glorious womanhood, 

Yet so apart that all the meaner air 
Made circles round thee till the inner light 
Took softer fire from thee, and crowned thy brow 
With beauty which the gods alone possess 
Who dwell beyond the shining of the stars. 


That haunting sense of beauty which the gods 
Bestow on some wild mortal whose rash foot 
Strikes on the threshold of their calm, was mine 
To touch my heart as with a sudden fire 
Snatched from their own pure altars. As I stood 
In that high wonderland of dreams, 1 heard 
Footsteps that were like music, voices clear 
As the melodious murmur of a stream 
Half-hushed by moonlight. As they sang, 1 knew 
My worship was an echo of their own; 

For in it, like the yearning in a song, 

Bose that most passionate cry for fairest forms. 

Such as for ever haunt and wander through 
Tlie dreams of some Endymion, as he lies 
Upon the Latmian hill of early love, 

And thine was still the shape to which they sang. 

I 

Thou knowest my worship. Yea I for when I fought 
In‘the keen ranks of thought, and kepi my place 
Amid the heavy tramp of men who knew 
No higher worship than their own desires, 

I still was true to all my love for thee. 

I fought and stung: for one, perforce, must use 
The weapons of his foe, but when I struck 
1 felt the wound I gave and that keen pain 
That follows bleeding when no blood is seen. 

For this I live in exile, hearing not - 
The speech in which 1 sing, for I had songs 
That still toQk all their spirit from thine own, 
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And from thoae m if their c^m white orhs 

Grew tender with a touoli of human love ^ 

And saddened. Kay, but this could nerer be, * , 

For thou art far apiut from us, and hast, 

That immortality which says to all, 

I know not that strange sorrow born of deattf/^ 

« 

Alas, my life-long worship and my dreams 
Of thee and of a thousand shapes that took 
* Their life from thee, must end. Even as I look 
They pass before me, veiling tear-wet eyes 
Within the' flowing sunshine of their hair, 

Each clasping long fair hands upon her breast 
As loth to go. One lifts a strange sad face, 

Pale with divinity of sorrow past, 

From out the golden glory of her hair 

And, weeping, questions—" Must wc say farewell ? ” 

i 

1 answer, but I dare not meet her eyes— 

Farewell, farewell j for all behind me Death 
Stands with his shadow forward. It may be 
That in that land to which I blindly go, 

Hereafter I may see thee fairer still. 

Ah, God, 1 guess but darkly, so farewell." 

But thou who standest with no arms to clasp 
Thy worshipper, nor tears to dim the light 
In those pure eyes of thi^e; how can I say 
Farewell and pass away from thee ? I stand. 

Thy latest lover, worn and weak of heart. 

With all my dreams, like leaves in Autumn, shed 
Before this touch of coming death, and know 
That I but drag myself away fropi thee 
To that long torture of the living grave 
Amid the streets of men where, growing blind, 

I shall but see thee with the inward eye, 

Looking one calm white pity as I fade 
Away into that other land whose dreams— _ 

Ah, dare I question—will they be like thine ? 

I pass, but thou wilt never pass away : 

.The y^ars that show no pity unto men, 

t ut only proffer graves to cover each, 
ave smiles for thee that, mingling with the light 

p p 2 



C56 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEfV, 


Around thy ^aciouB presencej crown thee still 
Witl^ immortality to stand to all 
The whitc'perfection of those dreams that come 
To lovers in the restless years of youth. 

And of my own that, shrunk and withered up, 
Kustle like dead leaves in the winds of deaths 
I cast them in my sorrow at thy feet. 


But why should there he tears within mine eyes ? 
And why should sorrow shake my voice ? for thou— 
Thou hast no sorrow and disdaincst tears 
As all unworthy of that life which needs * 

No beating of a little crimson tide 
As in the veins of mortals. For the gods 
Who made thee thus immortal in their love, 

Stand near thee and possess thee. They alone 
Know the white secret in thine eyes, and that 
Unchanging pity for some thing afar, 

Which thou and tliey can only see. They walk 
With silent footstep through thy dreams, and bow 
In worship ; and their murmurs fill thine car 
With music that can never reach our own. 

For we, being mortal, cannot hear, and live, 

Our own dull life around us like a wall 
Amid the daily things wc understand. 


4 I 

Farewell 1 I turn away to that long death 
Whose shadow is upon me/and these eyes 
Will never see thee. Only in my dreams, 

Perchance thou mayest be dimly seen, as now 
I see thcc through the mists of keen regrets 
Atrmy lost youth—and in their tender veil 
Thy beauty will be as a star that shines ' 

When early light is slipping up the sky. 

But 1 shall not behold thee with those eyes, 

Whose light is slowly fading, to be lost 
In that thick darkness born of death. Alas, 

Thou even now art fading; for my tears 
Grow thicker, and my dreams of what thou wert 
Are also sinking. One long look, and then 
1 turn to live again my passionate life, 

Whose thoughts, like.waves that lap some fairy shoiei 
Were ever at thy feet to break in song; 

But now there shall be silence, for I go 
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To that live grave amid t^e huh of feet— 

A grave that will not offer rest, but th6u/ 

Wijt thou not bend above me as I lie, 

And throw upon the darkness of mine eyes 
The shadow of thy light, that I may know 
Thou still art near me ? lo I I wait to hear i 
The music of those lips; but wait in vain— 

No answer!—^and I turn away to feel 

The coming darkness settle like a pall 

Between mine eyes and thee. Farewell! farewell! 

ALnzAXi)£U Anoeason. 



ON A KENTISH HEATH. 


P urple and gold—how well the words go together. They are 
both of them royal, imperial, and in combination they express 
a sumptuous beauty. And our Heath is all purple and gold. For 
the low-growings Autumn-flowering, furze is just of a height with the 
heather, so that the broad levels of purple bloom are shot through 
and through with thrcad-of-gold. The basis of the splendid fabric 
is a deep bronzed green, of wondrous pile and softness, and there¬ 
upon, as in the Kincobs of the East, is worked with heather- 
blossom, a rich brocade, the colour of ripening mulberries, and 
streaked and spangled and flowered with the yellowest of yellow. 

Here, the furze runs like a fringe round an unbroken sheet of 
purple, gilding the edges of it as you sec the edges of clouds at 
sunset gilt. There, it ^boldly invades the level colour, damascening 
it as with in-beaten metal, ehchasing it with golden tracery. 
Yonder it mixes up with the heather, bunch for bunch, alternate 
patches of Tyrian dye and Ophir, like the floor of Belshazzaris 
feasting-house, yellow and glorious purple—a Field 'of the Cloth of 
Gold; 

And the bracken here and there holds up fronds of chestnut and 
canary and daffodil, strange sun-ripened tints of russet and auburn, 
and round and about stand the hawthorns in their autumn livery, 
vinous-bronzed and tayrny and scarlet, berried on every spray with 
crimson bunches. Here and there, too, are clumps of broom and tall 
Spring-flowering gorse, dark green, on which the whin-chats perch to 
whistle signals to each other, and the yellow-hammer sits to ask for 
a “little, little, bit of bread and noo-oo chee-eese;" where the 
goldfinches sometimes stop for a minute to flirt, and in uid ^ut 
of which in the evening birds come and go, flitting' mysteriously^ 
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4 

close to the ground, slipping in at one side and slipping out at the 

other. * 

% 

* This has always struck me curiously, that after sunset one should 
see upon the Heath -so many, more birds than during the day: 
When the sun is shining the larks are hidden in the sky. There 
is a perpetual antiphony of finches secreted in the bifthes. IBVom 
tuft to, tuft the pipits are calling to one another. But in the 
dusk of the evening, though all are quiet except perhaps a humming 
night-jar or family of belated starlings, and the loudest sound you 
hear is the boom of the passing beetle, the birds are seen everywhere, 
flitting across the grassy paths, dipping into the heather, flutteriug, 
at the sound of your passing, out of the brambles. The place is 
alive with them, dodging about in a queer crepuscular, cunspirator- 
like way. The swallows stay out late, and no wonder, for in the 
autumn twilight a myriad of weak-winged insects, feeble folk of the 
gloaming, are flickering above the Heath and the fern, and the swift- 
winged hirundines have them at their mercy. 

What a delight an Autumn day is on such a Heath as this 1 I am 
one of those who can contemplate heather quite apart from grouse. 
The colours of the landscape, the songs of the birds, the perfumes 
which the breeze is perpetually blowing about, the insect life, suffice 
to make my holidays perfectly happy. And I know no one who can 
be so accurately well ** idle' as I can be. A holiday, as I define 
it, is “ the negation of work in its greatest energy." Anything 
like plans —oh I the horror of the plan-maker—spoils my, day. 
Watches, 1 think, should be left at borne; and if any one opens his 
mouth on the subject of business he should be at once put to death, 
kindly but firmly. There must be no appointments made to meet 
anywhere, at any time? Much better than this that Everybody 
should get lost by himself. Nor must there be any preconcerted 
purpose in the day's proceedings. If I have to go to see " a sight," 
the day is no longer a holiday. It is an expedition. When 1 am 
shooting, fishing, sketching, " naturalizing," I am at work. I do 
not count playing in a crickct-match a holiday. If 1 come upon 
one being played, and lie down on the bank and watch it, well and 
good; but 1 am not going to field out half a day, and try to 
make myself believe that 1 have bgen enjoying idleness. To be 
thoroughly idle there must be nothing so serious as sport or play 
mixed up with my vacancy. All I want is to be sunned upon, and 
breezed at, and be-fiowered, be-birded, and bc-butterfiied; to lie down 
a little all about and look up into the green of trees; to walk with 
rustling feet in drifts of dead leaves ? to watch rabbits bob in and out. 
If I have a companion with me it must be some one without a ^rill, 
wi& too authority to originate, nor privilege of contention, soxn^ one 
who will not be offended by silence, and with whom you can talk 
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nonsense. I have an excellent device vhen I am on the Heath. I 
say, “ Let us look for vhite heather." There is not much of it 
about, but still enough to give search some remote chances of successi 
And "looking for white heather*’ means with me lying on mossy 
banks listening to skylarks, sitting by the pond and watching dragon¬ 
flies, strolling about in all directions among the purple and gold, up 
and down the beautiful hillocks. Some day, when decrepitude has 
overtaken me, and overwork made a wreck of me, I think I shall 
go to old Fiddyman’s Farm and apply for some cows to look 
after me. 

There arc a number of cows on the Heath now who look after a 
small boy. But they could manage much more than that. Any one 
of them is a more responsible-looking, sensible person than the boy. 
While he' is asleep under the honeysuckles they graze all around him 
to see that nobody steals his stick. But they never disturb him. When 
he wakes up they let him go blackberrj^ing, but as soon as it is 
supper-time they take him back punctually to the Farm and make 
him over to old Fiddyman. 

Meanwhile, do not let us stand. " To sit is better than to stand; 
to lie down is better than to sit," say the. Persians, and out here in 
the mellow sunshine, with the springy heather and moss tempting us 
in all directions, why crucify our comfort by stauditig ? (jet your 
eyes level with the hare-bells and watch the republic of the insects 
at their business and pleasure. A drop of dew is still lying in the 
down of the young plantain-leaf, and a green small fly, with wings 
that are perpetually on the fidget, no waist, and a brilliant red tip 
to its tail, is reconnoitring the little pool. It fidgets about, searching 
the leaves on'both sides, as if it expected to find something and was 
disappointed—and then it is ofip. Yet we were nearly being spectators 
of a tragedy. This tiny insect is a terrible fiying-dragon to small 
caterpillars, for it pounces upon them, stings them, and lays an egg in 
the wound. Thereafter the egg hatches, and the fly-grub feeds upon 
the caterpillar, hollowing out its skin, but carefully avoiding vital 
parts, until it is full-grown; Then it turns into a'minute chrysalis 
and goes comfortably to sleep, and the poor caterpillar, though it 
must feel strangely hollow, thinks it is time to turn chrysalis too, and 
so it spins itself a little web and hangs itself up by its tail, awaiting 
the change which never takes place, for instead of turning into a 
chrysalis, and after that into a little moth, its skin merely shrivels up 
into a kind nf waterproof cover for the smaller trespasser inside, who 
in time emerges " the image of its mother " and flits off, with thd same 
nervous twitching wings, to loobffor other little green caterpillars to 
victimize. 

See here who comes along—a moth with white wings humped 
up on its shoulders, and long tapering horns sticking straight but 
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before it. It looks something like a bisoii—something too like those 
oxen with wondrous horns that were shipped from India as food for 
our troops in Suakin. What sport they gave, those rampant* cattle! 
I hare stood myself on a« heap of coal and watched one of them 
charging up and down the jetty^clearing everybody off it, transport 
officers and commissariat coolies, Arabs and Negroes, eoldiers and 
sailors, and Lucas & Aird’s navvies. To get it off the ship was the 
first difiSculty, but half-hustled, half-dragged, the fierce horned thing 
would at last be forced down the sloping gangway on to the landing- 
place—and then Stand clear ! was the word. No sooner were its 
ropes slipped than the beast was off, straight up the jetty, round the 
piled-up coals, back again, round and round, up and down, snorting, 
capering, prodding, as nimble as the old experienced bulls of the 
Portuguese bull-ring—who make such sport for the spectators by 
chasing the ring-keepers and water-sellers round the outer passage— 
and as furious as any Spanish one. And ho.w every one vanished off 
its path, jumping to right and left, into the shallow water, climbing 
up on to the coal I And then the great white brute, master of the 
situation, would stand and paw the planks and bellow triumphantly, 
and toss its horns, till some moving Arab in the distance caught its 
eye—and then it was off again, tail up in air and head down, at a 
wonderful speed. But how hard it is, with the sky above me ringing 
with larks, the bumble-bees fumbling over the white clover, here on this 
Kentish Heath, stretched at ease and pipe in mouth, to recall the 
Soudan,with its scorching sand and its dead camels and prowling Arabs. 
Meanwhile, where is our little hump-backed moth ? It has fore¬ 
gathered with another of its kind, and they are dancing a country- 
dance on opposite sides of a grass-blade. How dp these little mites 
find each other in such wildernesses ? This instinct for discovering one, 
another is surely one of the most wonderful in Nature. See here 
creeping along up the slender stem, comes a ladybird. It thinks 
perhaps there are some blight among the blossoms at the top, and if 
there are it will cat them. It is a nimble little creature, this bug in 
a tortoise-shell, and a wolf to the “ bligbf,*’ for it falls upon them as 
n wolf upon a fiock of sheep, nnd worries them one after the other, 
leaving only their empty skins behind. But it is disappointed now. 
The hare-bells have got no blight upon them, and the ladybird is 
getting up on tiptoe to fiy away. 

** FUeg oscli OflteD, 

Flieg nach Weaten, 

Flieg dahin wo mein Liebater wohnt.” 

But whence arose the universal idea of the peculiar sanctity of the 
pretty insect ? They crawl like bugs—in fact,. lady-bug ” is their 
real name-^-and if you push them they shut up and do not even 
crawl. It takes them a long time, unless the' day be very bright, to 
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make up their minds to fly, ,and, in short, they are thoroughly pedes¬ 
trian, commonplace little beetles. That they cat the blight with 
such voracity makes them great favourites of mine, «nd many is the 
pill-boxful that I have carried hon^ off the furae to clear my green¬ 
house for me. But this does not seem to be sufficient to make them 
such very shcred creatures as they seem to be. Only listen to some 
of their names in various European languages—“ the little bird of the 
sun;" “ the little lady of the sun; ” “ St. Michael'a chicken," and 
St, Lucia’s; “ St. Nicholas* little dove;" “ the Bishop Burnaby;" 
" the animal of heaveti; ” " the little bird of Mary; ” the little 
cow," "little bird,” "little horse” "of God.” Now, how did this 
insignificant, but pretty-looking, creature arrive at all this prodigious 
honour ? I have never, as yet, met with any explanation. However, 
here they are; so 

** FJieg nach Oaten, 

Flieg nach Weston, 

Flieg daliin wo moin Liebster wofant.” 

The Kentish folk hereabouts say they are good, when powdered up, 
against measles and colic. Kill one, and you’ll break your leg before 
the snow falls. 

Not that I protest at all against such whimsicalities. These 
old-world fancies about beasts and birds, insects and flowers, go a long 
way towards making Natural Histoiy fascinating, and I am inclined 
to resent all interference with them. 

" Hare-bell,” so wiscly-stupid folk try to persuade us,, ought to be 
" air-bell,” “ hair-bell/’ or something else. Now, why ? Is there 
any reason for supposing that, because they have no imagination 
themselves, therefore no one else ever had? Why should it not 
be hare-heWj meaning neither more nor less than this, that the beau¬ 
tiful blue campanile, with its little clappei*, is the veritable bell 
which the hares ring ? "Why should they ring a bell ? ” asks Dry-as- 
dust. Why should not they ?" retorts Alice. It was a fancy, and a 
very pretty one, too, I think, that out here, on this heath, where 
hares delight to bounce about, the animals rang there bells. "Witches’ 
thimble ’’ is another name for the flower, which, 

for her stainleiB azure hue, 

Claims to be worn of none but of the true,” 

and perhaps some mouldy wiseacre will be so good as to explain this 
away too as some " corruption ” of the words ? The Erench call 
the little white hare-bell " nun of the fields.” Then why riot, in 
all conscience, “ /iare-hell ” ? We have colt’s-foot, ox-eye, dog-rose, 
•cat-mint, mouse-ear, fox-glove, sow-thistle, horse-radish, buck-riiom, 
hart's-tongue, sheep’s-bit, and ever so many more beasts, birds, and 
insects, and why should every one who writes about our eiquisite 
heath-land blue-bell insist on saying that "hair" is better than '^hare" 
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—^in consequence, forsooth, of the iielieativ hair-like elegance of the 
stalk? But, as.a matter of faoti tiie people trho named our vild- 
dowers were poets, and what heautifhl names they have giveu many 
of them, speedwell and forget-me-not, buttercup and heartsease I 
and Professor Fungus is no more in sympathy with them than rookp 
are with the Muses. Of course it is We-bell. The hareff ring them 
when they want to. The next hare coming along can tell where the* 
first hare has gone, because the bells which it set ringing as . it 
brushed past, are still'' wagging their sweet hcads.^^ 

By-the-way, talking of names, how very characteristic of the rustic 
sweetheart many are—" ladVlove,” ” nonc-so-pretty,” ** call-me-io- 
you,'' jump-up-and-kiss-me/' “ kiss-me-quick,'' '* kiss-me-twice,“ * 
“ cuddle-me-to-you.” Here is the language of flowers straight from 
unsophisticated Nature—aud what a posy to give to a sweetheart 1 
It would save the bashful tongue-tied rustic much paiuful compositiou, 
and relieve him from a great many perplexing propositions. Courting 
couples walk out on the Heath on Sundays, and it is very curious to 
watch them. As far as I can make out, they do not talk to each 
other at all, nor do they seem to derive any enjoyment from 
the scenery about them. Whenever they pass a bush they pull 
leaves ofP and tear them up abstractedly as they go along. They are 
generally looking in opposite directions/ If they meet another 
couple—village neighbours all the week—their demeanour is even 
more ludicrously constrained. The girls look at each other's frocks 
and hats. The lads ask the most commonplace questions in the sheep- 
ishest way imaginable. Then how awkwardly they part I And what 
a relief the parting is. Each couple has now at any rate one remark 
to make. There is an affectation of brisking up. It almost seems as 
if conversation were going to ensue. But sclf-cousciousncss again 
supervenes, and on they go, as silent and depressed as ghosts 
on the banks of Styx. Yet I suppose they are pre-eminently happy, 
for " your lover is always melancholy." All the same, I feel inclined 
dined to knock their heads together, or jog them. • 

A far more diverting personage is your “ boy," the irrepressible, 
universal boy. 

1 often come upon the boy grazing in a most promiscuous manner 
upon tbe Heath. I do not know what the birds think of it, his whole¬ 
sale consumption of their hips-and-haws and blackberries. He eats 
the orange-coloured fruit of the dog-rose, carefully scraping out the 
" choke " with a stubby little knife, and the honeysuckle l^^ries 
and crab-apples and sloes and elder-berries—all of which belong to ' 
tbe finches. These are the birds' crops, their orchards; and if tfiey 
think the boy’s ways immoral they have considerable excuse. All tbe 
year round we are doing our best to terrify them off our own fields 
und gardens, not hesitating even to go to such unseemly lengths as 
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hanging up the dead bodies of their relatives as scarecrows. I have 
seen a long string df sparrow-skins dangling in the wind across a bed of 
peas^ and surely this must shock the o^ber little birds very much, and 
uffeiid their best and tenderest feelings?. Now suppose some day 
the feathered folk were to combine and mob a little boy, whom they 
caught stuffing his' small graceless person with their blackberries, 
and hang him in the hedge as a “ scarc-urcbin ? Should we have 
any fair ground for complaint? It is true that children, even when 
they have long-legged fathers with them, only browse as a rule upon 
the lowest branches and along the bottoms of the hedgerows, and that 
the birds have a monopoly of the tops and of " the other side," But 
all the same, the supplementary meals which the country urchins 
gather off the hedges and bushes are so much food taken from the 
supply of the feathered tribes. Not that the boy thinks so. He 
goes about with a stick whacking the bushes and carrying his juice- 
smudged face in front of liim, as if he was within his rights. His 
brown hands arc all cobwebbed with fine scratches, and down his 
cheek runs a centipede scrawl showing where the bramble had sprung 
back. Not that he cares much for such accidents; they are all 
in the day’s work, and so he strolls along marauding with a fine 
assertion of natural rights which is very diverting. And l.supposc 
after a fashion the blackberries are Lis just as much as the black¬ 
birds’. He is human, of course; but all the same be moves in a 
queer little world of his own. Grown-up folk in general he regards as 
a discipline, and not friendly on the whole to his personal interests. 
His parents arc necessary ; so much is obvious to him. But they 
have extraordinary ideas about right and wrong, theorize pre¬ 
posterously*on wet feet and holes in trousers, and hold unaccountable 
opinions about scliool and the washing.of faces and bauds. He 
submits to all this as far as ho must, and consoles himself with 
the reflection that some day he will be old enough to do without 
parents, and then he will not wash bis face oftener than he chooses, 
nor go tp school. In the meantime he plays truant as frequently as 
he can, and especially when Autumn, with her mellowing fingers, has 
behn busy among the wild fruit is he to be found afield. What a 
happy little wretch it is I Everything about him excites- him to 
activity; everything affords him pleasure. Whistling, throwing 
stones, chasing butterflies, eating blackberries, he wanders about, a 
thoroughly careless, irreponsiblc, gladsome urchin. Nothing hurts 
him. He triumphs over the miscellaneous foo() he crams hiouelf 
with; comes up smiling after every accident. His body is all 
elastic and hinges, and it does not matter much how he tumbles. 
1 saw some time ago an account of a boy who sat on the blow-hole 
of a stranded whale, and was suddenly snorted off by the indignant 
Behemoth fifty feet up in the air and as many yards out to »ca. I do 
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not say the atory is. true, but I hope it is. So too, quite recently, a boy 
going 9long in a field in Cornwall was suddenly snatched up by a 
whirlwind and whisked over the hedge. But in each case he came 
back quite unhurt. There is one catastrophe, however, to which he 
seems particularly liable, and that is the wasp. Where he finds SQ 
many it is difficult to say, but the fact remains that he has a pontive 
genius for getting stung. This demoralizes him altogether, and he 
has been known to run prodigious distances to report the calamity 
to the domestic circle, roaring all the way. For one thing the 
wasp is like the boy, a mmmager in hedge-rows; for another, it is 
very fond of blackberries. Moreover, it is given to concealing itself, 
especially in fruit, and as the urchin, with sweet trustfulness in 
things in general, seems to think it a reflection upon Providence that 
he should examine what he is going to eat before he puts it in his 
mouth, he does not as a rule detect the insect upon the berry or 
inside the plum till it is too late, and the wasp has made its protest. 
The boy’s confidence in Nature is so complete, so generous, that he 
disdains anything that has the appearance of caution, and when one 
sees him in the middle of a bramble-bush picking with both hands, 
and po|q>ing in the berries without the least examination, it is per¬ 
fectly awful to think of the entomological odds-and-ends that he 
must consume in the course of a day’s debauch. The wasp, on the 
othejl hand, is of a suspicious sort, quick to take oSence, and prompt 
in reprisals when liberties are taken with it. It has only one argu¬ 
ment, but that is a stinging one, and the boy, therefore, holds the 
" wops'' in abomination. They have a nest in the gravel-pit over by 
the Seotcb firs beyond, and at all hours of the day you . may see them 
there hawking for flies. Their tactics are very interesting, for they 
will fly backtrards and forwards time after time, as if to let the fly 
basking on a pebble get accustomed to it, and so throw off its guard; 
but all of a sudden they will pounce down on it exactly like a kestrel 
on a field-mouse. Very often they miss their aim, and still more 
often they dart at things that are not flies, mistaking specks on a 
stone or little fragments of twig or flower for their prey. Their 
annoyance at such discomhtures is very odd. They strut about 
flicking their wings, and jerking themselves in an excited, out-of¬ 
temper way that is unmistakable; but when they strike their victim 
their ferocious rapidity is dreadful to watch. Curving their sting 
round, they benumb the fly with a thrust, nip off its wings and legs, 
mumble it up into a little pill, tuck it in between their knees, and 
fly straight off to the nest. But never mind the wasps ;now; listen 
to the pines overhead. 

What a mystery and a melody there is in the voices of the pines. 
Where I*am now writing, "about a young bird's flutter from the 
wood," the sound of " a going " in the tree-tops reaches me^ For 
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the pines are all murmuring together. Shut your eyes and it is the 
sea itself. No wonder they have always been saoi'e^ trees, or above 
all consecrated to that most glorious of the divinities, the great god 
Pan. What a noble essay that is of Bacon’s. I read it first when 
I was a boy at Marlborough, and have never since forgotten what 
the Oreekst meant by''Fan/’ or how beautiful the myth was. It 
was under the pines that the Fauns gathered with their reeds, and 
the nymphs met them. Cybele, “ mother of the gods/’ has the 
pine-tree for her cognizance, and Bacchus tipped his thyrsus with its 
fruit. They say that if you cut a cone open you will see a hand in 
it—the palm of Jesus as he uplifted it when blessing the tree for 
concealing him from his pursuers. But 1 have just cut several into 
bits and failed to find it. Not so with the mimic oak-tree, which 
you may find in the stems of bracken. It is just at the right stage 
now, and, if sliced aslant the stalk shows King Charles’s tree ” in 
miniature as delicately-exact as in any moss agate. But the wind is 
stirring, and listen to the pines! “ Tales of wood-folk vex my mind.” 
They are in agitated discourse; from their breezy eminence, overlooking 
half a county, perhaps they see something we, cannot ace. And 
now they have quieted down again into their favourite slumberous 
whispering. And what a dreamy tint the foliage has as you look up 
into it—a misty twilight colour, as in Keats’ caves deep under 


the sea. 

But, look you, who comes here ? A squirrel. He is the netful 
owner of this corner of wild orchard, and the pine-cones, " beset with 
many a scale and chestnut in its coat of mail,” are his too. So . 
no wonder he sits on the bough and stamps at us in ” angeriinsig- 
nificantly fierce.” We are trespassers on his estate, where the haw¬ 
thorn grows its berries and the hazel its nuts. He is going his rounds 
to. see how the acorns are getting on upon the oak down by the gate. 
But look, here comes a fribndly visitor. Stand by and watch, and 
you will see some sport. Do the creatures think of us sitting under¬ 
neath and looking at them ? Not a hit of it. For all they care, 
there might not be another living thing in all Kent hAt they . two. 
Was ever romp so wild, so furious, so frantic ? How do thejdHck 
to the tree as they go whirling round and round the trunk aftra each 
other? If they happened to let go they would fly off into space.' 
But they hold on, and the mad frolic continues, up and down, in m^d 
out, dodging, jumping over each other, scrambling, avoiding collisions 

miraculous agility, each in his turn chasing the ot|ier, and with 
such a scratching of little claws upon the flaking bark as a dbseti 
kittens rather than two squirrels might make. All of a sudden 
stop—timed ”—and while one hangs ridiculously in a limp shift of 
w^y across a fork, with its tail blow:ing about in the witid, 'M^ its 
noM inqmsitively pointed downwards, the other, sticking6n to 



667 


ON A KENTISS HEATH. 

I 

the trunk, and looking more like a aquirrelrftkin glued oii to the tree 
thau a live thing^looks upwarda at its playmate. The latter gradu¬ 
ally withdraws its head and creeps off, choosing a long bnmch that, 
overhutgs a nut-bush. It does it very cleverly, for all 1 should see 
of it as it goes is an occasional paw if it were not for that long flufiy 
tail which Strays its o^ner. The other is carefully watching. It 
is an old game evidently, and its tail gives impatient little quirks,'its 
head twitches. Its playmate has reached the end of the bough, and 
looks round. Its friend has its eyes on it. So souse! here goes, 
nnd the squirrel dives head-first straight into the nut-hush with a 
mighty splash of leaves. The'next instant it is on the ground, and 
away down the grassy drive, but none too soon, for the other, jumping 
straight away off the trunk, lands on the turf within a yard of the 
runaway as it passes the pine-tree. And the two go bouncing off, 
their long tails .straight out behind them, and looking redder thau 
ever upon the green turf, bounce, bounce, bounce, and intp the bracken, 
and out of sight. 

What delightful things these squirrels are in freedom, “ skimming 
up the silent beech” or dancing oak trees round and round.^’ 
How good, by-the-way, that “silent", is for the beech with its 
smooth-skinned trunk, the squirrel's noiseless highway to the deep ' 
tranquillity of the leafy dome. - Or to lie out in the autumn sra 
and sec them go 'skipping along the stair-ways of their mazy forest- 
houses, quietly .picking the seeds out of a' cone in the top of a windt- 
blown fir, or on the mossy bank under a bower oT hazels sitting to 
crack their nuts. How deft its tiny fingers are, how sennbld it« 
bright^ eyes. 

** Soft is his shinifig anbarn coat, 

As ermine white his downy throat, 

Intelligent his mien: 

With feathery tail and ears alert, 

0 And little paws as hands expert, 

And eyes so black and keen.” 

Then what a change to see the same creature in a ca^e. How . 
people can keep them 1 cannot understand, any better than 1 can 
understand how men and women can bea!r to keep caged'larks. To 
my mind, there is nothing in Nature more pathetic, not even the 
sobbing of a little child in trouble, than the song of the lark 
behind bars. Beautiful; no doubf, but charged with such ine&ble 
anguisb, ‘ If it did not sing it must die. Could we but 
understand Its song I It sounds like the breaking of a bird's heart—- 
its appeal to the genius of the blue summer sky, its home; to the 
great good sun whom it worshipped with sweet orisons ; tu the ang^ 
at Heaven’s gate. It is an appeal against the outrage of its captiviiyr^ 
an appe^ to the hearts of men. “ Surely if I sing my aweeteit ion|^ 
my strongest, and my best, they will let me go. . . Noi; swie^ 
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enough ? Ah! then it is the sadness at my heart that makes me 
fail."' Then it tries again with a second flood of'^^melody to reach 
the sympathy of a city. Alas! in vain-^brave bird. Yon are but 
rivetting your own fetters. 

If one could only learn the language of birds! Listen to those 
two whin-chats. They hare got a secret of some kind between 
them, for they arc not speaking their minds out Their conversation 
is evidently in cipher, as it were, and by signals. What is it? Is 
one of the brood a cripple and unable to fly, or do they think I am 
some kind of maucat-weasclhawk ? Do you remember bow, when the - 
Pilgrims were on their progress, they came to a wood where the birds 
sang hymns in alternate verses ? They were told they were " the country 
birds ” of the locality. “ They are very fine company,"they said," when 
we are melancholy; also they make woods desirable to live in.”- I 
should think so. To live in such woods I would eat all the flesh of 
all the white snakes " I could find, and German legend says that 
such % diet will teach us to understand what birds say. Sigurd, 

" Fafnir’s banc," ate the heart of the dragon Hogni, so the Volsung 
tale avers, and was thenceforth free of the speech of everything in fur 
or feathers. Put if there is one bird of all others that one might 
despair of understanding, it is the whin-chat. It must be the veriest 
polyglot of birds, for it ranges from Archangel to Ulundi. 

1 was lying on a slope among the heather, in a little open space, 
all springy with moss and sweet with wild thyme, and the purple and 
yellow round me for a wall, when I became aware of an approaching 
visitor, A toad. Slowly and with toilsome step the pilgrim came 
climbing up the hill, taking hold with its hands, so it seemed, of the 
harc-bcll an(l the scabious to help itself up. Aud I thought of 
Christiana journeying to the City and the hill called Difficulty. How 
hard it found it, this six or seven feet of slanting turf. Its steps 
were only half an inch long, and if it had come from the very bottom 
of the dell the distance was indeed no Sabbath-day’s journey for 
such as it. 

I was half inclined to get up and carry it to the tc^. But, then, 

I was not sure where it wanted to go. I did not know enough of its 
nflairs to justify interference. My kindness might have proved a 
high-handed piece of brutality. . So I let it creep and crawl, watch¬ 
ing its shoulders working round with such fatigued determination, the 
hind legs moving up so languidly aud slow. And then all of a 
sudden the traveller came upon the edge of the plaid which I had 
spread under me. It stopped, raised itself on its fore-paws, loo^d 
up. 

" I dare say,” said panting Christiana, " this is a breathing hill.” 
-^nd with the same weary solemnity of grace it stepped on to my 
Tug^nd rested. 
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^ For all thtoga having life aometimea hath qniet rest, 

bearing au, the drawing ox and every other bMt.” 

Then it looked about it. No good Shepherd was there to lend it 
glasses with which it might catch sight of the wished-for. Celestial 
City. But it breathed itself^ gave a shake, and started off again, 
like the stout-hearted stalwart little toad-errant that it wu. And as I 
watched it coming nearer and nearer, so slowly and deliberately 
straight up to me, I could not help thinking of%ll kinds of stories where 
toads had gone on errands of great importance and with wonderful 
tidings for people in trouble—wise old toads who knew how the tasks 
which unkind stepmothers gave to pretty mdtdcns were to be done in 
time, who gave advice that always proved to be well worth follow¬ 
ing, and were benevolent and sagacious and trustworthy. Perhaps 
it was coming to tell me something ? 

1 was lying on my side half raised on my elbow, with my head 
on my band. As it was passing my foot I moved it. Sir Peregrine 
stopped. This is a moving mountain, no doubt," he said, “ like 
that of Laputa," and went plodding on. I moved the pldtd, and 
again the toad stopped—“ or of the nature of an earthquake," quoth 
he, and resumed his climb. And, unmolested, I let the fat round- 
shouldered little traveller come up to my elbow. There it Crested, 
and I looked at it. What bright eyes it had—no wonder they say 
it “ wears a jewel in its head." And it looked at me. 

Just then my little daughter came up. "Bdie," I said, "here is 
a little toad. He is taking a message up the hill .to the dormouse 
that eats the nuts, and is very tired. What a pity we have not got 
a toadstool for it to sit and rest on I" But Edie knew where there 
was a big one just close by under the Scotch 6rs, and she fetched 
it, a sturdy brown boletus. 

So I made a hole in the turf^ and planted it firm, and fetched 
back Bufo, who had only got a foot away, and set him upon his 
stool. The comical look of the full-blown creature perched on high 
made us laugh prodigiously. I wished Spenser could have seen it. 

** Tlie grisly toadstool grown there might I see, 

And loathed paddocks lortliny o/t the tame.** 

" But perhaps it will be late with its message to the dormouse,’^ 
said Edie, at last. " Or perhaps," I said, " it is going to a party; 
let us make it look smart." Then Edie picked some heather, and we 
strung the tiny bells on k fine grass-blade, and bent it into a circle, 
and hung it round the toad's heck, and set it going again. And 
away it went up the hill slower than ever, and disappeared into the 
heather, with its wreath round its neck. " How pretty the other 
toads will think it,” said Edie. " I hope they will,” said I. 

^ Phil Bobtnson, 
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W E^e going, in a couple of months, to a general election upon 
an extended suffrage. For the first time in our history 
every male householder in the United Kingdom, in county or in 
borough, is to he entitled to a vote. By common consent the change 
is looked forward to as great, eventful, conclusive of our future. 
Further, we are going to the country under unusual party conditions; 
with a Liberal Government having thrown up office and crossed over 
into Opposition, and with a Conservative party in power and in office, 
though supported only by a minority of the House of Commons. 

There are many advantages in this situation for the present Govern¬ 
ment. Thcy..have to administer; they have to carry out the policy 
of their predecessors in Egypt and in Afghanistan; they are saved 
from the dangers of any initiative. It would be unreasonable to 
find fault with them; they cannot do anything or be expected to do 
anything until after the general election, and then only in what we 
hold the improbable event of their being in a majority. 

Meantithe they having formed aGovemment—they, rhowe thought, 
and who thought themselves, incapable of the feat—the prestige and 
success which almost always wait on the earliest days of any Govern¬ 
ment, the fact that in foreign politics a change of Government may 
be a positive advantage, if no change of policy be introduced, because 
it commits both parties to the same policy; and thus offers a better 
guarantee, in their dealings with us, to foreign Powers; the cessa¬ 
tion whilst Parliament lasted, whatever the cause, of obstruction in 
the House of Copimous, and now, not even the beginnings of hostile 
criticism of new policies because they have not yet been called into 
existence:—all these conditions tell greatly for the^ Conservative 
party, and will help them at the poll. 
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On the other side we, the Liberals, have the fact of oar existing 
majoritjr, and the general understanding that for Liberal ideas and 
policies you must look to the Liberal and not to the ConservatiTe or 
Tory-Democratio party, whichever it may now be. And this will tell 
as much as ever in the towns, whilst in the county divisions the 
newly enfranchised labourer is not unlikely, as quickly as he becomes 
political at all, to embrace politics of a decidedly advanced aggres¬ 
sive and democratic type. There is thus ample reason for each 
party putting itself in order; and with so much that is yet unknown 
as to the politics of the most recently enfranchised and as to the 
effect of redistribution, it can be no cause of surprise that politicians 
on both sides should be considering how to build the platform on 
which they are to stand. 

What is to be the Liberal programme, the Liberal cry ? Let me 
at once say that the question so phrased is distasteful to me. It 
smacks too much of mere party tactics. It might too easily be in¬ 
terpreted to mean—the people have come to power, what ^an w« 
of cither party bring ourselves to offer that they may choose us as 
their rulers, and not our opponents, for* a lease it may be of six 
years to come ? 

But to permit such an interpretation would be unworthy and 
unwise, and would imply, it seems to me, an altogether inadequate 
conception of the forces for progress now at work, and of the true 
and great future of the Liberal party and cause. 

It would seem as if the enfranchised people were likely to think 
of nothing but what they could get or make out of the business for 
themselves; and that the question might be which party would bid 
highest and pay most. 

I utterly disbelieve that this is the state of mind of any 
considerable portion of our people, or that this is the way to their 
confidence. We are in the midst of a great popularizing current 
of. social and political ideas. The platform and the press have been 
training a veritable army of speakers and writers *00 these 
subjects. The questions on which we shall have to legislate have 
been ripening in the public mind before the extension of the 
franchise had come; it is itself a product of the intellectual move¬ 
ment of which I speak. 

The moral of the situation is the marriage between forward 
intellectual thought and the needs and instincts of the people. 
The two together supply an ample force for an inevitable and 
magnificent progress. We have no need for a cry. Let us go 
on in the consciousness of this ample power—inevitably ours— 
freely and fearlessly to work out, one by one, the problems before 
us as rapidly as may consist with good legislative results. ,To work 
in this spirit, to think first of true progress, of Liberal duty, and 

QQ 2 
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the Liberal causei and then, but not till then, of the Liberal party 

an instrument for such purposes, is our true policy. 

Looking back upon these lines, Mr. Gladstone’s address to the 
electors of Midlothian is before me j and I find nothing in it which 
docs not consist with the views which 1 have expressed. 

In point, of urgency and of importance, I have no doubt that 
Local Government Reform—largely because of its bearings upon 
the Irish question—and Land Law Reform must take the first 
rank. 

I do not anticipate any splitting of the Liberal party upon, 
these or upon other questions of the proximate future; any 
splitting into so-called—'inaccurately called—Whig and Radical 
sections. In so great a tide as that on which we are embarked 
some'will drift away upon the sands; but the danger of such a 
split as would gladden the heart of Lord Randolph Churchill is 
purely imaginary. 

Land Law Reform will begin with freeing the land from the 
fetters of the post, dealing with primogeniture, settlement, entail, 
simplifying and facilitating the transfer of laud, so that more and 
more it may come into the hands of absolute owners with unencum- 
bered interests, free to develop to the utmost the capabilities of the 
soil. 

Other questions will come next—the home and homestead 
questions of Mr. Chamberlain; but they will come most advan¬ 
tageously, I hold, and wc shall be best prepared to discuss them, 
when wc shall have first cleared the ground of laws which interfere 
with free sale and free enjoyment of the land. But they will have 
to be treated,^ of this I have no doubt. 

How far it may be possible or worth while or safe for the State 
or the local authority to seek to create a pcasaut proprietary, by 
the advance of money or the compulsory purchase of land, will have 
to be discussed and threshed out as a problem of political economyr— 
of a new political economy no doubt. 

But the homes of the people is a much more s^Hous and vital 
question. The family is the unit, the basis of the State. The best 
thing that you can dofor a population—and the essential thing,however 
difficult, however cautiously to be attempted—is to secure the decent 
home, where health, morals, and some decency of personal habit 
may be not impossible things. However difficult, however dangqrous 
the task, you have done nothing until you have attempted tk,ia; 
and you may have to make many trials, cautious, tentative, before 
you accomplish any real success. 

And next to this the best thing you can do is to secure for 
the children of the people the best possible elementary and prac¬ 
tical training, fitting them for their future struggle, their future 
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life. Mr. Chamberlain proposes that it should be free. I agree 
entirely with him in his object and in his reasons, as I understand 
them; and 1 undertake to say, indeed I know, that its parliamentary 
advocates will not be found in the ranks of Badicalism alone. 

Indeed, I do not agree with Mr. Chamberlain in the fear that 
" moderate Liberals may be so sliocked and alarmed'as to be in¬ 
capable of considering and discussing such questions. I do not expect 
to find them in any numbers taking affright. The old school of 
Radicalism, if it still survives, would be much more likely resolutely 
to oppose. 

I note with an especial interest Mr. Gladstone's views upon 
these two subjects. 

After speaking with no uncertain voice upon the freeing of the 
land from restrictive land laws, he passes on to say,'' I shall rejoice 
if the means thus to be provided, or other means in themselves com¬ 
mendable^ shall lead to a close connection between the nation and 
the soil, through a large extension in the number of those directly 
interested in its possession, and in its produce, but most of all in 
the proprietorship of their own dwellings.” 

On the subject of gratuitous education, indeed, Mr. Gladstone 
indicates doubts and possible differences of opinion. But, be it 
remarked, he treats the question as if it necessarily involved a raid 
upon denominational schools, or at least the limitation of instruction 
to matters purely secular or the imposition by authority of one and 
the same scheme of religious instruction throughout. 1 do not think 
that it necessarily implies any of these things. What it does imply 
is the abolition of the school fee for primary education, a proposal, 
as I think, of the highest value—all else is matter for fair arrange¬ 
ment when the time comes. 

Men and women must be very poorly read to be frightened by 
such measures as these about the homes and the education of the 
poor being called ^^socialistic.” There is at least no unhealthy 
socialism necessarily about them, and considering its history, and 
that the meaning of the term itself is changing, it might be as well 
to avoid the use of the word socialism in this connection in the 
future. 

I for one have no objection to steps being taken involving con¬ 
siderable public expenditure, the object of which shall be to raise the 
level of the physical, intellectual, and moral health of the great mass 
of the population. Such expenditure seems to me quite as legitimate 
as the ordinary expenditure of governments; and it may easily be 
less wasteful in its method and far more profitable in its results, 
I have no dofibt whatsoever that the same amount of power—and 
this is the questiou'—which we now get out of our army and 
navy could easily Ibe purchased at a saving of waste which would 
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more than meet the estimated cost of giving free elementary and 
some iree technical training to the children of the people. 

There is one safe test, I think, hy which to judge such measures; 
we should never yield to the temptation of them unless we can first 
satisfy ourselves that, if successful, they will not, at once or later, 
undermine and sap, but on the contrary that they will give new 
life and vigour to independence qf character and habit of mind, and 
to the spirit and capacity of self-help and self-control. If they 
stand this test, there is little danger to apprehend; and you may 
proceed without fear to discuss their probable success and their 
cost^ 

I hold it to be quite clear at this moment that our system of 
national education has stood this test; and I believe that it will stand 
it none the worse when it is free. 

There are many kindred questions—kindred in this sense, that 
they are concerned with the true " condition of the people question 
—that is to say the condition of their lives, from the cradle to the 
grave, which will demand and compel, in our new era, a greater 
share of thought and of attention on the part of men and women 
than they have hitherto received. I am thinking now of social and 
moral questions, including those of temperance and the discourage¬ 
ment of vice, in which women are especially interested. 

And in these respects a great change has come, is coming, which 
political men of the world will be mistaken if they do not heed. 

The religious movement in this country is not dead; and the 
Church is not a mere department of the State, established that it 
may have no soul. And lofty faiths are being appealed to, even 
where they do' hot take dogmatip form; faith in principles, in moral 
principles above all, in progress and in practical devotion to unselfish 
and lofty aims. 

Of late years, in many ways the hearts and minds of thousands 
of men and women, who can think and write and speak and act, 
have been deeply stirred. They have come to say, with a deep intent, 
that the conditions of life and law shall, if it be possibih by any ^n- 
tributory effort of theirs, be put upon the side of physical, moral, 
intellectual health; they have grown weary of the mere machinery of 
personal or party ambition. , Amongst Liberals there will be, I 
undertake to say, in the new Parliament a largely increased number 
who are determined, as far as they can, that the Liberal party which 
exists or ought to exist for the sake of the'Liberal cause, truly and 
nobly understood, shall not propter vitanij perdere causas vita. 
It will he useless for the strictest party man to blame them j pmrty 
allegiance is only possible if within the party its members are at 
liberty to make their impress upon it, and thus to moralize poli^ 
as best they may. 

Such people will lend their whole force to solve the problem of 
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decent homes for our people; they will desire to diminish in more 
ways than one the temptations to drunkenness and to yice; they 
will demand, they are demanding, the suppression, 'the punishment 
with a stern hand, of sexual crime; they will effectirely protest 
against anything in law or in administration which lowers the moral 
standard of life of our population. Government and law shall be 
on the side of morals—as the old common law was on their side—or 
there is an inextinguishable psfrty that will know the reason why.'’ 

I am one of these. I cannot be accused in my parliamentary 
career of having ever lost sight of the honourable obligations of a 
public man to the party to which he belongs. I know well at this 
moment, none better, the necessity of union in the interest of the 
Liberal cause; but 1 am convinced that it will prove as neoessaiy 
as it is right, that heed should be paid to the great and growing 
interest of men and women in other subjects than those which 
generally form the materials for party strife. 

What Mr. Gladstone says in his letter, speaking of the various 
political sections of the party, seems to me to be appropriate here 

Liberalism has ever sought to unite freedom of individual thought and 
action, to which it so largely owes its healthy atmosphere, with corporate 
efficiency. This aim is noble, but it is difficult, for my own part, although 
it is nut the method best adapted to the personal convenience of those 

who may lead, nothing would induce me to exchange it. 

Doubtless there are many Liberals who would decline to countersign all 
my opinions, nor could 1 undertake to be responsible for all theirs. But no 
section constitutes the Liberal party. Each section constitutes ap element of 
the Liberal party; and it is by the mixture and composition of its elements, 
not by the unchecked dominance of any one among them, that its results 
have been and will be attained.” 

•• 

These evideht truths will, if I am not mistaken, require a wider 
interpretation and application in the future than they have so far 
received in the past. 

The passing of the Criminal Law Amendment Bill has furnished 
evidepce of this new element, pas me quantiti negligeable, which 
will have to be taken into account in political calculationk. 1 need 
hardly point the moral. It is perfectly^well known, though it may 
be officially denied, that influences outside ordinary party politics, 
and convictions deeper than were ever sounded by any party plummet, 
carried that measure in the last days of an expiring Parliament, 
with a Government in a minority occupying the Treasury bench. 

* it be noted that these facts are another illustration of the 
way in which coming events cast their shadows before.^' Erezy 
advance of the suflrage has always and everywhere been preceded 
by a general politicul, intellectual, and moral advance; so that 
when the suflrage comes to be enlarged the immediate consequence 
is t^e carrying of measures and the adopting of policies, thought 
out and intellectually accepted before, or well on the road to be so. 
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And BO with these social and moral questions; thej have been 
precursors; they will have their speedy and appropriate reward: the 
new House will make short work of questions upon which some of 
us have been spending large portions of our lives; nor shall we 
delay in putting it to the proof. I will cite the most striking 
example, the long agitation, long, laborious, costly in more ways 
than one, which led, two years ago, to the partial suspension of the 
Contagious Diseases Acts. 

Their enactment, their obstinate continuance, are a shameful page 
in our contemporary history. These Acts of 1866 and 1869 were 
passed by a Liberal Government, and the blame and the shame and 
the responsibility have rested on them since they passed. We now 
know from the late Prime Minister that they were passed without 
the House, the country, the Government, or the Cabinet itself 
knowing what they were or how they passed. They have outraged 
and revolted the sense of justice as between women and men, the 
ideas of liberty and of law, the moral and religious sense of the 
community. 

More than sixteen years have elapsed since the last of those Acts ; 
the agitation against them, despite political parties and a hostile 
press, has been unceasing, unwearying, persistent till two years ago 
when—as by a surprise, but not to us—they • were condemned on 
moral grounds by a large majority of the House of Commons. They 
have been partially suspended since; and no one has dared to 
propose their reinforcement; but they were not repealed by the 
Government of the Liberal party which was responsible for their 
enactment, but which condemned by suspending them; and they 
still endure nl)bn the Statute-book a disgrace to our Legislature and 
our law, and a danger before which, in the interests of justice, of 
liberty, of morality, of the most fuudamental principles of law itself, 
we are bound, as we shall do, promptly, energetically, and as 1 doubt 
not decisively, «to protest. And yet it is true that we have had already a 
large reward. Aim high aud persist, and you shall have your reward; 
though some may perish by the way. A conspiracy uf silence in the 
press; all the forces of so-called society against us; political parties 
against us; the dead-weight of passive acquiescence iu iniquity 
which by fraud and stealth had gained its vantage-grpund, against 
us; lives spent, hope deferred, some hearts faint. All at once—col¬ 
lapse of the opposing forces and—light. It is we who gain a vantage- 
ground in face of day against which the powers of hell shall not 
prevail. The measure of our labour aud sacrifice and persistence, 
and of the long deferring of our hope, has been the measure of our 
assured reward. 

"We look up, around; wo find ourselves upon higher ground 
and upon a wider field, with new allies. We have not yet repealed 
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the Acts^ though that is certain; but ve hare already doite more. 
Because of our persistence, and that we have not been perpiitted \o 
gain a cheap and easy victory, the struggle has lasted, and lasting, it 
has grown. Out of it has come the new life on all these subjects of the 
churches, the moral purity associations, the discovery of the Belgian 
traffic, the House of Lords inquiry, the Criminal 'Law* Amendment 
Act, the societies and .organizations which are being called into 
existence. to enforce it, to protect the young and the weak, to 
provide " an open door ” and a friend in need for the unfor¬ 
tunate, willing, could she but find the way, to return unto a truer 
life. 

The fatal defect and cowardice of the past was that " the man of 
the world ” held up bis head, the virtuous man hung back, as if 
ashamed or afraid. That is so no longer, thanks to the initiative of 
this repeal movement. We hold no terms with vice or crime, 
though they be dealt with in different ways; men shall be on one 
side or on the other, and women too, if wc can make it so. The 
religious world, the moral world, all those who have any feeling of 
the sacredness of human individuality, of liberty, of law itself, shall 
be marshalled against the world of vice and of its consequential 
crime. 

Well may we be grateful as we are; determined as we are, 
confident as we are. It will be qur duty to see that this question 
is brought to a speedy issue. 

To continue any longer, after the new Parliament, this anomalous 
condition of suspended animatiou of the still existing Acts would, 
in our view, be too discreditable, too damaging to paiJiy Government 
itself. 

The Acts must be enforced or repealed; let who may venture, 
propose their reinforcement in the new House. 

In this regard, after these long and shameful years, it is party 
Government that is under obligations to us, not we to party Govern* 
ment Por me, it is known that I recognize that my first duty is to 
this question, which I will see settled, if I can, forthwith, hy 
unconditional repeal; and it should also be known that in this new 
Parliament, with others as with myself, no party obligations can 
rank as high. 

The statecraft of the olden time thought piore of how successfully 
to maintain the interests of a party, of how most easily to govern 
a people. It must be for us not to think only or most of how to 
satisfy them and secure their support; the great object of the 
Liberalism of the future must be to raise the whole population 
to a higher moral, intellectual, and physical beidth; so that they may 
know how best to govern themselves individually and collectively. 
To do this we must wage war not only against the crimes, but 
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against the ticcs of men, and ve must address ourselves also to 
enabling them, ^rhilst respecting their independence and encouraging 
tlic spirit of self-help, to lire in conditions which shall make decent, 
healthy, virtuous, and independent life possible to all the great 
masses of our population. • 

This is above all the true ** condition of the people question; 
and happily it is a question in which there need be no party 
rivalry, save the honourable rivalry of who can best- subserve 
the common end. It will be for the benefit and the - credit 
of both great parties in the State that such a spirit and that such 
views should prevail; for the greatest of all benefits which any 
number of men can confer upon party Government is to moralize it, 
to raise its tone, and to find some common ground on which men 
of all parties may unite in common purpose for the general good. 

Amongst the questions which now find a not inconsiderable sup¬ 
port in Liberal ranks, but which are not favourably regarded from a 
mere party point of view, is the question of women^s suffrage. 

In principle it is not easy for a Liberal to deny the right. 

If household suffrage be now the basis of our constitution, on 
what principle is the suffrage to be denied to women-householders ? 

If the Liberal idea be that of fairly representing all the forces, 
the ideas, the needs of our population, on what principle are we to 
deny any representation to women, at the same time that we grant 
and extend It to all male householders ? 

To men of Liberal ideas, of a keen sense of justice and equality, 
and of individual right, without reference to sex or class, it is 
difiScult indeedato defend their exclusion. 

If we come to political interests, we find, on the one hand, the 
preconception among many Liberal politicians, that the votes of 
women may not on the whole prove of advantage to the Liberal 
party, or to the progress of Liberal political thought. 

Amongst Conservatives, on the other hand, whilst their instincts 
and habits of mind are opposed to so great an innovat^ion on the pre¬ 
rogatives of the past, party calculations are not unlikely to suggest a 
Conservative advantage in their admission. 

Whilst on both sides there may exist the fear, not altogether 
unfounded nor altogether evil, that women may prove less amenable 
to party organization than men. 

It does not seem possible to foresee with confidence in the near 
future how these various considerations may practically affect the 
policy of either of the two great parties -in the State. But 
this seems dear to me, that the class of politicians to whom I have 
referred, as an increasing class, who will be less and less willing to 
be guided by party considerations alone, and more and more likely 
to press the Bociftl and moral questions with regard to which th^ 
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feel a special interest and responsibilitjj vill undoubtedly be led to 
favour the emancipation of womeui on the ground of moral rightj 
as also on that of the new forces which they will bring to bear in 
favour of moral and social reform. 

With great questions coming to the front, in the solution of which 
women have a special right to be consulted, and have a sflbcial contri¬ 
bution to make, bearing in mind the progress of women in the 
business of life outside the home, the place they are taking in 
useful public work, and the constant assertion of their clmims^ 
there is little danger that this question of their enfranchisement 
will be allowed to fall into the background. It will be conti¬ 
nuously pressed forward for decision, and the decision, when the 
time arrives, will, I hope and believe, be in favour of their right. 

If there be any principle of action to which the Liberal party is 
bound it is the principle of complete representation, without waiting 
to consider its immediate effect on the future of the Liberal party 
or even of the causes which it represents; and 1 entertain a not 
unreasoning hope that this principle will prevail to secure their 
support. 

I must return to Mr. Gladstone’s Manifesto, and I desire to note 
three other subjects than those 1 have already mentioned, with which 
he deals. 

They are the subjects of Parliamentary Procedure, of our Egyptian 
policy, and of Ireland. 

It is unnecessary to dwell on the question of Procedure. /The 
country expects that the time of Parliament shall not be deliberately 
occupied and wasted for purposes of obstruction. I^know^of no 
difference of opinion in the Liberal ranks as to the necessity of so 
modifying the Rules of Parliament as to afford an efficient protection 
against the arts of mere obstruction, and to prevent the time of the 
House of Commons being wasted by trivial and unnecessary questions, 
or by the prolongation of debate after sufficient opportunity of serious 
discussion has been afforded. • 

On the subject of Egypt, Mr. Gladstone’s deliverance is as satis¬ 
factory as it could be to those who, like myself, have viewed irom the 
very tot, with dislike and distrust, the part which events, unfor¬ 
tunately stronger than men,” led his Government to play in that 
country, 

Mr. Gladstone held, and still holds, that ** the paramount interest 
of honour compelled us, in the execution of onr pledge for the main¬ 
tenance of a .native government, to re-establish the authority of the 
Khedive and the peace of the country, and to prosecute all the 
practicable reforms.” 

I have never held that opinion; but I do not desire to discuss that 
subject now. 
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But Mr. Gladstone admits serious errors of judgment with cost of 
treasure and of precious lives in the Soudan; ** miscarriages/^ as he 
calls themj “ the proper and certain consequence of undertakings 
that war against Nature, and that lie beyond the* scope of human 
means and of rational and prudent human action/' 

And then, leaving the Soudan and coming back to Egypt, he 
expresses '' an earnest *aspiration for our* entire withdrawal from 
Egyptian territory at the earliest moment which honour will permit/' 

He protests against annexation, or a British protectorate, or an 
indefinite or greatly prolonged occupation. 

And he declares that from the very first—by which 1 understand 
him to mean a date earlier than the formation of his late Adminis¬ 
tration — “ we committed by our intervention in Egypt a grave 
political error, and that the consequence which the providential order 
commonly allots to such errors is not compensation, . but retri« 
hution." 

It would be impossible to speak more clearly or more decidedly, 
in a senso satisfactory to that large and preponderant proportion of 
the Liberal party who either from the first disapproved our inter¬ 
vention in Egypt, or who, agreeing with Mr. Gladstone that it was 
not to be avoided, have come to the strongest conviction, enforced 
by the teaching of experience, that what we have now to desire and 
to do the first moment that we can, is to free ourselves from the 
embarrassment of an impossible task. 

The last of my subjects is Ireland; the last and the most difficult. 

Bcpcal of the Union is quite conceivable, and a Parliament on 
College Green. Though highly inconvenient, detrimental as I deem 
it to the best interests of both countries, as compared with better 
expedients, and dangerous to peace, it is not impossible, with 
guarantees of what would be most essential to Imperial unity. 

Those who may wish to see a statement of Irish views unantago- 
nistically put could not do better than read “ The Price of Peace in 
Ireland,'*' by Sir Charles Gavan Duffy. 

He propounds the view that " an Act reviving the Irish Parlia¬ 
ment might specify the questions reserved for a Parliament of the 
Empire.” 

He states truly that ** precedents of reserved questions may be 
found in the constitutions of Canada, Australia, and the separate 
States of the American Union.”* 

He admits thatsatisfactory securities must be taken for securing 
the interests of the Protestant and propertied minorities; ” but he 
thinks it practicable to provide securities “ which would sa:ti8fy the 
most timid." 

Sir Charles Gavan Duffy says nothing of the necessity of one 
Customs Law; for he is thinking on the lines of his colonial 
experience. 
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Ml*. Parnell’s view appears to be a Cfowa Colony with a future 
Constitutiou, or an independent Parliament at once. 

But a Crown Colony within two hoars’ steam of Great. Britain 
has no precedent in history, nor foundation in common sense. 
Ireland must form part of our Imperial unity ou fair terms, or be 
independent; and the latter is an impossible solutioni^ whilst the 
precedents of the several States, each greater than a kingdom, of 
the vast American Federation can be no guide for. our small group 
of islands. Ireland could be so dealt with were she some thousand 
miles away, not otherwise advantageously or permanently, I believe. 

It is needless to say that Mr. Parnell and his friends are entirely 
within their right in raising this question. An Act that has been 
passed can be repealed; but I do not believe that he can gain in 
this country by the policy he has announced of making government 
impossible here, if his demands be not literally complied with. 

I have 'nothing whatsoever to say against the discussion of the 
question; on the contrary, 1 think that it would be of advantage*^ 
the only way, in fact, of coming ultimately to some reasonable, 
practicable and beneficial common view; and for this reason I will 
discuss it shortly now. 

I begin by the most ample admission, or rather the statement of 
the strongest conviction, that Ireland is entitled at the hands- of the 
larger population of Great Britain to absolute equality of treat¬ 
ment ; and that we ought at once to agfee to give her the com- 
pletest possible self-government consistent with the rights of 
minorities and with Imperial unity; meaning by Imperial unity not 
merely the being united under one Crown, but the securing a unity 
of policy and of action in all Imperial questions. Hut subject to 
this, Ireland should be governed by the Irish, and not by officials, 
political or permanent, imported from this country. 

The question to me is one of method; and the method of a 
separate Parliament does not appear to me to be the only one or 
the best. , 

Mr. Parnell speaks of the survival of an Irish nation, as if, that 
fact granted, there was only one ultimate issue—Irish indepen¬ 
dence ; subject only to some loose federative tie. 

He says that Scotland has lost her nationality and become merged 
in England. 

Nationality is national individuality, with the characteristics and 
rights of individuality. 

Has Scotland lost these? Scotch character remains distinct, 
Scotch law differs from English law, more than does the^law in 
Ireland; more than in many respects it would be likely to do, as far 
as I can see, even with an Irish Parliament. Scotch legislation and 
administration are determined by Scotchmen in all that by common 
consent is not Imperial but Scotch only. 
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No Englishman has the remotest desire to override Scotch 
opinion in these matters. 

How has Scotland lost her nationality ? In what way is she less 
national than Ireland^ save in respect o£ national antagonism^ which 
we ought to wish to abate^ and which will abate with the abatement 
of its causes, and in time. 

In one respect Scotland has more national unity than Ireland. 
She has no Ulster, 

It is a mistake^ I thinkj to say that where there is nationality there 
also there must be practically complete independence; a mistake in 
regard to national as in regard to human individualities. 

The family is our true unit, alike for nations and for individual 
human beings: and there are families of nations bound together by 
every variety of influence and circumstance, and yet not absolutely 
one. 

Were Ireland drifted away from us, there is a part oT herself— 
Ulster—not homogeneous with the rest; having an individuality of 
its own. 

Is Ulster, in such case, to be a nation if she wish ? If not, 
her individuality must be respected, though her separate existence be 
denied. 

Why cannot England act towards Ireland as the greater part of 
Ireland would have to act towards Ulster, on the hypothesis to which 
I have referred ? I desire every liberty/ and a perfect equality with 
ourselves for the Irish people, but I do not desire separation, nor do 
I think it at all likely that Great Britain will desire or accept it; 
any more than in the United States the North could accept the 
separation of the South. 

Our past policy has taught the Irish people to fight for their own 
hand. Who can blame them? What would they have achieved 
without ? 

But this admission cannot bind me or those with whose opinions 
1 may agree, to accept a solution which would in my conviction be 
equally bad and mischievous for both countries. 

There is no part of Mr. Gladstone’s long manifesto which can 
compare in interest or in value to my mind with that most admirable 
portion of it which relates to Ireland. 

His definition of the limit within which the desires of Ireland 
may and beyond which they cannot receive the assent of Farlia> 
ment, is irreproachable in respect of clearness, comprehensiveness, 
decision. 

“To maintain the supremacy of the Crown, the unity of the Empire, and 
all the authority of Parliament necessary for the conservation of that unity, 
is the first duty of every representative of the people. Subject to this 
governing principle, every gront to portions of the country of enlarged 
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po\rer3 (or the management of their own affairs, in my view, not a sooroe 
of danger, bat a means of averting it; and is in the nature o£ a new guarantee 
for increased ooheuon, happiness and strength/’ 

And even more admirable, because more needed and more nira, 
are the words of syi^pathy and yet of warning in which he appeals 
to the sense of the authority of reason and justice which ought to 
exercise a moderating influence upon the Irish miud. * 

The main question is, he says, “ whether the thorough and 
enduring harmony which has now long been established between 
England and Scotland should include Ireland al^o. 

“ If the duty o£ working for this end cannot be doubted, then I 
trust that on the one hand Ireland will remember that she too is- 
subject to the authority of reason and justice, and cannot always 
plead the wrongs of other days in bar of submission to them/’ 

Why should not all that is reasonable, possible, desirable withiu 
our Imperial unity be assured to Ireland by relations such as those 
which Scotland holds towards England, largely modified as they 
inevitably would be in what I might call an Irish sense, by the develop¬ 
ment of the coming principle of large local self-government and by 
our democratic future. 

I admit that Ireland must have guarantees of a future local 
autonomy. I see no difficulty in affording them. The greatest 
guarantee she has—is she unconscious of the fact ?—already obtained. 

The extension of household suffrage to the whole people of the 
United Kingdom has added to the strength of our Imperial unity. 
Great Britain is less likely than ever to consent to the separation of 
Ireland. But, on the other hand, with the advent of democracy 
comes the immeasurably greater readiness to accept the will of the 
people in each part of the United Kingdom, whenever that is possible 
consistently with the unity of our Empire. 

Instead of refusing to listen to Irish demands for reform, we 
shall, in my belief, in the new Parliament and in the future, eagerly 
invite them. When they do not clash with Imperial unity they will, 

I believe, be accepted with readiness and facility, and soon, as with 
Scotland, as a matter of course. 

Some things are sometimes better done without machinery than 
with; and so it is likely that a common understanding, a harmo¬ 
nious freedom in co-operation, may be best and most safely, most 
cojnpletely and lastingly brought about between Ireland and Great 
Britain, without the machinery of separate Parliaments. 

There is a Nemesis which waits on “ serious error; " it descends 
upon the children to the third and fourth generation; but its form 
changes as time passes and a cause is won; and the time does come 
when eyes are opened and the veil of past injustice and injuries, 
clonding the sight of both parties to a feud of generations, is with- 
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drawn; and then comes—as in the United States themselves there 
came—that truer Nemesis which consists not in severance; but in a 
truer; an equal; a freer and yet closer union; in which the people 
which was the injured and the weaker comes back to exercise an 
inducncc; even more than in normal proportion to its numbers and 
its strength; upon the common life, 

1 think;'I trust, it is not merely the wish that is father to Htc 
thought—^that the fear of Ireland is, judging from the past, that she 
cannot look for fair-play; and that unless practically severed shC; as 
the weaker, must go to the wall, I believe, on the contrary, that 
without that severance, which to me seems a policy of despair, she 
may be perfectly free for practical self-government, whilst holding 
at least her own in Imperial councils, with Irishmen alone admin¬ 
istering their own affairs, with Irishmen taking their equal share with 
us in all Imperial action, in our Imperial Parliament, and in the 
highest offices of the State. May God grant that there be such a 
future before the two countries of our affection and our birth. 


James Staksfeld. 



CONTEMPORARY LIFE *AND THOUGHT 

IN TURKEY. 


A FEW months since an old Turk anxiously inquired what vas the 
meaning of all the talk about war in Europe. He added^ “ 1 
can't understand it at all. I only know that the pot is boiling, and when 
the cover comes down it is certain to fall on our heads.'' Wiser men' 
than he have long since come to the same conclusion, and the prospect 
of a war between England and Russia created a state of anxiety and 
alarm here from which we have not yet recovered. 

Ko one can fully appreciate this feeling, or understand the motives 
which actuate Turkish statesmen, who does not bear in mind the heavy 
losses of Turkey and the rapid decline of her power sihee^the Crimean 
War, which closed only thirty years ago, and which was 8u*][lpo8cd to have 
given a new lease of life to this Empire. A sad life it has been I In 
these years Turkey has almost lost her hold upon Europe. The Danube 
is no longer a Turkish river. Wallachia and Moldavia have disap^ 
pcared in the independent kingdom of Roumania. There is no longer 
a Turkish garrison at Belgrade, and Servia as well as Montenegro is 
independent. The old provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina, from 
which Turkey drew some of her best soldiers, have been seized by 
Austria, who is already coveting Macedonia in addition. • Bulgaria and 
Eastern Roumclia, the richest provinces of the Empire, have gone for 
ever from under Turkish rule, and the boundary of the Empire has 
come down to within about eighty miles of Constantinople on the 
Black Sea. Greece also has taken her share, and pushed up her 
frontier nearly to Saionica. Albania is held only by a military occupa¬ 
tion, and is in constant revolt. There is but little left of the mag¬ 
nificent European Empire which belonged to the Sultan thirty years 
ago. 

In Africa, France is in Tunis, England in Egypt, and Italy on the Red 
Sea; Tripoli is threatened. Only the Asiatic provinces and the islands 
remain. Of these, England has takdh Cyprus. Crete is under European 
protection^ and so is Lebanon, and Russia holds Bfitoum and Kars, with a 
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large slice of Armenia. Europe has also acquired the right bj treaty 
to interfere in Armenia and Macedonia. In additiod to all thisj the 
Empire, which had no debt of any importance ^at the close of the 
Crimean War^ has become hopelessly bankrupt, and the annual revenue 
falls below the necessary expenses notwithstanding the great increase 
of taxation. Constantinople itself has lost much of its commercial 
importance/and is steadily declining. The completion of the railway 
to Vienna will put an end to what remains of its trade with Bulgaria' 
and Roumelia. 

It is easy for the people of Europe to'forget all this, but here it is 
never forgotten, even for an hour, and we are always ready to ask at 
any runjour of war, What are we to lose next ? No matter what the 
war may be, we have everything to lose and nothing to gain. Turkey 
is afraid to be on too intimate terms with England lest she should 
provoke Russia. She cannot throw herself into the arms of Russia 
because she fears England and Austria. She has no faith in France 
since the Tunis affair. She has found that when her friends ** con* 
solidate her Empire, it amounts to the sam&thing as when her enemies 
dismember it. It is not strange that she looks to the strong man of 
Europe as her forlorn hope. Bismaitk is powerful. He is not a 
neighbour, and is not supposed to have immediate designs upon any 
part of the Empire. What is better, England, France, Russia, and 
Austria arc all afraid of him. 

In the prospect of a war between England and Russia, the only hope 
of Turkey was in maintaining absolute neutrality under the protection 
of Germany, and no man here saw this more clearly than the Sultan 
himself. Neither Russia nor England had anything to offer him to 
tempt him to become her ally. It is of no use to speculate now upon 
the question whether Germany would have secured this neutrality to 
Turkey, or whether Turkey would have finally allied herself to England 
or Russias My purpose is simply to call attention to the influence of 
the calamities of the last thirty years upon the Turkish mind. The 
one purpose of the Turk is to defend and strengthen what remains of 
his Empire, and he has no faith in any of his old allies. He may, at 
'^ome time, be driven into a new alliance with some one of them. He 
may try to play one against another, but he will trust none of them. 
Any policy which is based upon winning the hearty confidence of the 
Sultan foredoomed to failure. 

With Germany the case is different, and she has /more influence at 
Constantinople to-day than any other European Power. Every effort 
is made to win her good-will and secure her protection. But I doubt 
whether the case is so different as appears at first sight. The Sultan 
cannot be supposed to be ignorant of the relations betweeh Germany 
and the Empires of Austria and Russia. Some one is sure to have 
told him of the rumour that Germany is thinking of Ask Minor as a 
more favourable field for colonization than the islands of the Pacific. 
More than all, Germany is a Christian Power, and therefore as little to 
be trusted in an emergency for the defence of Mohammedanism as any 

other. * , , 

She is simiily not associated with any of the l^seS of the last thirty 
yearn, not occupying any Turkish territory, and inclined to accept the 
frien^y advances of the Sultan.'* No one will accuse either party 
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of acting unwisely in taking advantage of tliese dreumatances, and 
making the most of them. Although Bismarok "would not aacHdoe 
one Pomeranian soldier’^ for the sake of the Sultan^ or;the Sultan 
one Anatolian Turk for BismaAik^ still there is nothing losVaad 
to be gained, by both parties in this friendly informal ailianc^ and it 
must be taken into account by any Power seeking alliance idth 
Turkey. ; ■ 

It is probable that a somewhat similar feeling has led we Sultan to 
seek an alliance with the United States. That country has never had 
anything to do with the dismemberment of Turkey, and has ue. designs 
against her. Her late Minister, General Wallace, was perhaps the 
Sultan's most intimate friend, and his advice was asked, iftiot followed, 
on most important occasion^. It is understood that an attempt was 
made to secure American intervention in Egypt at a criticgl moment; 
but there is little reason to expect that this friendship will ever develop 
into any serious alliance. There can hardly be any inclination hi 
America to meddle with the Eastern Question, which has so long been 
the tormept of Europe. 

The truth is, that Turkey stands alone, and that, in view of the 
events of the past thirty yevs, she feels it more keenly.than'ever 
before. She seeks security now in skilful diplomacy, directed by the 
Sultan himself, and in the development of her power as the Empire 
of the Caliph, the leader of the Mohammedan world. 

From the standpoint of the Sultan, who is no doubt a sincere 
believer, this is the highest wisdom, and I cannot but admire tbe'bold- 
. ness and skill with which he lights his battle—alone against the world. 
He has certainly won the sympathy and admiration of all those who 
hgve come in close contact with him, as a true king, born for better 
days. It is not for me to criticize his position; I am simply a reporter 
of contemporary life and thought as 1 see it. I have spoken of the 
Sultan as alone, not simply in view of the fact that he has no ally 
whom he fully trusts, but also because he alone conducts the affairs of 
the Empire. His Ministers are simply his clerks, and &ere seems to 
be no man in whom he fully confides. The inconveniences resolting 
from this are obvious, and they are felt not only in Constantinople by 
those who occupy high posts and by all who have anything to do with 
the Government, but equally in all parts of the Empire. 1 do not 
kn^w how much credence is to be given to the rumours of serious 
discontent which, have been current all this year; but in the present 
critical position of the Empire there must be serious differences of 
opinion among enlightened men as to what can be done to save it. 

There are some, even among the leading Turks, who hold what pay 
be cqlled the European view of the situation. They feel as deeply as 
others the calamities which have fallen upon Turkey, but they think 
that they are due primarily to the mistakes of the Turkish Government 
itself^ and not» to any foreign alliances. They have faith in any 
^obammq^an revival, and no faith in the powerwf Turkey al6ne 
to resist toe advance of Kussia and Austria. They would encour^ 
toe material development of the country, welcome foreijp capital^ and 
make a serious alliance with England. There are men with such ideas, 
but, so far as 1. know, they have no influence at the present 
The mission of Sir Drummond'Wolff to Constantinople has roused 

A R 3 
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tlie curiosity of the people and attracted general attention. As I do 
not know what the object of his mission may be and have no gift of 
prophecy, I have no opinion to express about it., So far as I can learn, 
the general impression at Constantinople is that be has come on a fool's 
errand—that the Sultan, who is neverin haste to decide anyquestion, 
great or small, will enter into no serious negotiations with a Govern¬ 
ment which, may not be in existence three months hence. If he has 
come to offer to restore Egypt to Turkey, his offer will no doubt be 
gladly accepted. Even Cyprus would not be refused. I can think of 
no other proposition which he could make which would awaken any 
enthusiasm at Constantinople, or fall in with the official, view of the 
true policy of the Empire. 

Those who are most sanguine in regard to his success believe that 
his mission is simply designed to bring about a better understanding 
and more cordial relations between England and Turkey—to do away 
with the unpleasant impression left upon the mind of the Sultan by 
Lord Lufferin; but the fact that a special commissioner has been ap¬ 
pointed to treat with the Sultan would imply that he brings definite pro¬ 
posals of some kind in relation to Egypt. 

The Egyptian Question is a very difficult and complicated one as seen 
from London, but from the standpoint of Constantinople it is very 
simple. Egypt is an integral part of the Turkish Empire, and England 
has no more right to occupy it than llussia would have to occupy Con¬ 
stantinople. All that England has to do is to withdraw her troops 
and leave the Sultan to deal as it seems to him best with his vassal. 
He neither needs nor wishes any foreign aid. He feels quite strong 
enough to restore peace to Egypt, and to put an end to the troubles iu 
the Soudan. Any English Government which is ready to adopt the 
same view can make a treaty of alliance with Turkey. 

Much is said in Constantinople just how of the efforts of Russia to 
secure the good-will of the Sultan and prevent the success of Sir 
Drummond \Kolff's mission. It goes without saying that'Russia will 
do what she can to accomplish these objects. It may seem to those 
unfamiliar with the course of events at Constantinople that the tradi¬ 
tional enemy of Turkey ought not to have much influence here; but 
it is generally more important for a weak nation to conciliate powerful 
enemies than to offend them in the interest of those from whom it 
has nothing to fear. More than one English ambassador here JhQs 
found himself powerless against Russian influence because the Turks 
felt that it was perfectly safe to put off England, but very unsafe to 
resist Russia. I think it has been generally true since the Crimean 
War that Russian influence has been more effective at Constantinople 
than English, and I cannot recall any period when Russia has .been 
more active or more complacent here than she is now, and the impres¬ 
sion exists among the Turks that at present they have nothing to fear 
and little to h(me from England. Under these circumstances it is the 
general opinion that Russian influence will prevail now in spite of 
the fact that England is exceptionally fortunate in having Sir William 
White at Constantinople as her representative. So long as he remains 
it is certain that no mistakes will be made at the Embassy. In all 
this question, however, everything depends upon what Sir Drummond 
Wolff is commissioned to offer the Turks in Egypt, The current 
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Opinion of which I have spohen is based chiefly on the experience of 
past years, on the fact that the Sultan is snpposed to have no fidth 
in a positive active alliance with either England or Hussia, and on 
the fact that Russia demands nothing but a fnendly neatrali^> which 
is what the Turks generally would pi^er. 

It is perhaps quite as wml for Turkey to avoid an intimate allianoe 
with the European PowerSj but her distrust of foreigners is carried so 
far that she discourages the investment of foreign capital in Turkey. 
This is a positive evil. The country is poor, very poor, and growing 
poorer every day. Its great want is active capital to develop its re- 
sourcesj which are either lying idle or wasting away under the burden 
of oppressive taxation. The foreign capital which is seeking safe in¬ 
vestment would infuse a new life into Turkey, and at once increase the 
revenues of the Government, if it were encouraged tO come, but, on the 
contrary, everything is done to keep it away. English capital seems 
to be regarded as specially undesirable. It would be accepted in the 
form of a loan, but not otherwise. The truth seems to be that Turkey- 
would be glad to follow the example of Bismarck, and expel foreigners 
from the country, or the example of the United States, and enact a 

Chinese law " to keep out all Europeans. No doubt Turkey has 
suffered much from foreigners, especially from Baron Hirsch, but she 
may be considered to Have balanced this account when she repudiated 
her debt, and what foreigners now ask is simply the right to use their 
capital themselves in the country at their own risk. It is a pity that 
there seems to be no prospect of their being permitted to do sa 

While the mission of Sir Drummond Woln has called special atten¬ 
tion to the Egyptian Question, and while the prospect of a war between 
England and Russia for the moment absorbed all thought at Constan¬ 
tinople, the question which concerns us more nearly than any other, 
and the one which has more influence upon European politics than any 
other, is that of the Balkan peninsula. Upon this ha^s the fate of 
Constantinople, and consequently Turkey clings tenaciously to whatever 
influence is left to her there. Upon this depends the future of Austria 
and Russia, and the peace of Europe. It is this which has moved 
Germany to form the Triple Alliance, and give Russia a free hand in 
Asia. In this is bound up the fate of the Bulgarians, Greeks, and 
Servians, of Montenegro and Albania. Singularly enough, there is 
only one capital where the details of this question are thoroughly 
mastered—that is Vienna. That is the one place where nothing is left 
to chance which concerns the Balkan peninsula. 

Eervia, under Prince Milan, has come decidedly under the influence 
of Austria. Russia has fought her diplomatic battle there and lost it. 
She has managed thoroughly to alienate the Government and the 
majority of the people from all sympathy with her. There is still a 
Russian party, and Russia is believed to have enepuraged the lafce 
attempt at revolution. She has at. least oppnly patronized the Kara- 
giorgovitch family, and married the son to the daughter of the Prince 
of Montenegro. But the better class of Servians have come reluc¬ 
tantly to the conclusion that their liberty is more secure under 
Austrian .than Russian protection. Whether they are right or not, 
this is the fact. Servia ii no longer Russian in its sympathies. 

Macedonia is the general battle-field of all the conflicting interests 
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in the Balkan peninsula, and, unhappilT for its inhabitants, the conflict 
is not altogether diplomatic. The liirks hold it, the Greeks and 
Bulgarians claim it, the Servians, Albanians, and even the Roumaniaiis 
assert their claims, and Austria covets it. Bussia k active there. 
During the present year it has been invaded by revolutionary binds 
from Bulgaria, Servia, Albania, and Greece. The origin of this move¬ 
ment is a mystery. It commenced in Bulgaria and Eastern Roumelia, 
where there are large numbers of Macedonian refugees, some of whom 
are little better than professional brigands, who live quietly in Bjilgaria, 
but take the name of insurgents when they cross the frontier into 
Macedonia. 

This movement was not favoured in any way by the Governments of 
Bulgaria or Eastern Bonmelia. On the contrary, it came at a time 
when the Bulgarian Exarch was on the point of coming to a friendly 
understanding with the Porte in regard to the question of sending 
bishops into Macedonia, which was violently opposed by the Greeks 
'on the very ground that the Bulgarians were revolutionists. The 
Governments at Sofia and Philippopolis acted with great energy in 
concert with the Turks to put down the movement, but a certain 
number of insurgents escaped them in the Rhodope Mount&ins and 
caused no little trouble in Macedonia, in view of which the Turks 
drew back from their agreement with the Exarch. The Bulgarian 
Government deserves the greatest credit for its vigorous action, which 
was not popular with the mass of the people. They cannot see what 
the Government of the Prince understands perfectly—that it is not for 
the ‘ interest of Bulgaria to press the solution of this question, but 
rather to cultivate friendly relations with the Porte and to secure an 
amelioration of the condition of the Bulgarians in Macedonia, in 
accordance with the Treaty of Berlin, by assuring the Turks that they 
Lave nothing to fear on the side of Bulgaria Loyal and friendly 
action on bo^ sides would soon put an end to this agitation, which is 
now a constant danger to all pariies. Unless something is done there 
is reason to fear a new attempt next spring. 

Still, it is a mystery who stirred up the trouble this year, and 
brought about the simultaneous movement from Bulgaria, Servia, 
Greece, and Albania. Both Russia and Austria have the credit of it,, 
and it is sup^sed to have had sdme connection with the Afghan 
excitemeift. Russia has not only disowned it, tjut has attempt^ to 
gain credit with the Turks on the ground that it was her influence 
which put an end.to it. Possibly both Austria and Russia bad a hand 
in it. Such things have happened before in Macedonia. Before this 
outbreak things had somewhat improved in this unhappy province, and 
the Turks were evidently doing their best to secure tranquillity there; 
hut even then it was in a pitiable condition. All parties suffer, but 
the Bulgarians most of all, as the Turks distrust them, the Greeks 
persecute them, and the brigands plunder them in common with all 
the rest. The Bulgarian papers are always reporting their suffering. 
My own impression is that it would conduce to the tranquillity (ff ue 
province if the Forte would allow the Exarch to send Bulgarian 
bishops to their Sees^ The Greeks would resent it and Russia doea 

favour it, but I have read what the Gredk papers have to say on 
ubject, and 1 fail to see the justice of their claims. As a religioua 
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question^ there it no reaspa why the Turks should compel the 
rians to submit to Qreek blahopa As a politioiil questiite,; there is no 
reason Uf beliere that the Bulgarians in Macedonia are any lese i^al 
.. to the Forte than the Greeks. The question whetb^ the Ohi^tiaps 
of Macedonia are really Greeks or Bulgi^ans is not one to be settled 
by force, but should be left to be settled freely by the people them- 
^elvea This most regrettable conflict between Gi^k and Bulgarian 
"in the Balkan peninsula can only be settled by a loyal feco^ition vn 
each aide of all the legitimate rights of the other. 

The little province of Eastern Eoumeliaj created by the Conness of 
Berlin, is one of the most attractive and beautiful countries in Eun^e. 
Some day it will be a favourite resort of tourists. Nothing is wanting 
but good hotels, and, to a certain extent, this want is supplied by the 
monasteries and convents, which are open to all, and are supplemehted 
by the generous hospitality of the people. It is another ' It 
ought to be a rich, prosperous, and happy country. The people are 
very industrious and frugal, very intelligent, and enthusiastic for 
universal education. They have made remarkable progress in self- 
government since the war, and there is perfect sscurity for life knd 
property everywhere. The people have a grateful appreciation of all 
that they have gained, but they are very far from being either con¬ 
tented or happy. It is not in human nature that they should be. 
They wish to be united with Bulgaria, and they are constantly assured 
that some day, if they are only patient, they will be. They feel that 
everything in Eastern Koumelia is provisional and uncertain* They 
do not see how the union Is to be brought about, and they fear that it 
may involve them again in the horrors of war. Even under these 
trying circumstances it would be easier to be patient if their present 
position was favourable. It certainly is not. They are overburdened 
with a cumbrous and costly administration wUch they cannot 
modify, and which would serve a nation of three millions, but is ill 
adapted to an agricultural people of only 800,000. They are nbt even 
free to make laws under this system, for everything has to be approved 
at Constantinople, where, for various reasons, it is generally 'left 
unapproved. In addition to all this, their commercial interests are 
interfered with, and some of their industries have bqen ruined by the 
artificial line which separates them from Bulgaria, and makes free 
trade between the provinces impossible. This is a constant source 
of irritation. 

Eastern Roumelia has a Governor-General who is a. Bulgarian, who 
has had more experience in administration than almost any other 
Bulgarian, and who has always had a high reputation for integrity. 
No one doubts that he does his best for the prosperity of the province, 
but bis position is not at all an enviable one. He is expected to serve 
not.only two, but many masters. In the eyes of the Sultan he is a 
Turkish Vali whose first duty it is to defend the interests of the 
Empire. In the eyes of the Bulgarians be is a sort of Constitutional 
Frince, hound to carry out their views, but above all to prepare the 
way for the speedy union of his province with Bulgaria. Aussia, who 
nominated him, expects him to serve her interests under the dire^ion 
of her constd at Fhilippopolis. The Austrian consul has his views of 
what ought to be done, and the G reek consul is as active and pressing as 
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either of the others. Among the people there are conflicting parties 
represented by papers which are uncontrolled by law, which attack 
the Government without mercy, and often advocate revolutito. Thus 
flu* the country has been saved from anarchy and from the supreme 
folly of rebellion by the patience and skill of the Governor-General and 
the fact that there is in the Bulgarian character a foundation of solid, 
practical common-sense. The people know what war is, and they are 
not inclined to adopt rash measures. 

Still, the situation is full of peril for Eastern Boumelia, for Turkey, 
and for Europe. An over-zealous and excitable Russian consul at 
Philippopolis could probably cause a revolution at any time. It should 
be said, however, that Russian policy at the present seems to be in full 
sympathy with the peaceful intentions of the Porte. But the danger 
exists, and the sooner it can be removed the better for all parties. I 
have no hesitation in saying that, next to the Bulgarians themselves, 
the Turks have more to gain from a union of Bulgaria and Eastern 
Roumelia than any one else. A united Bulgaria would of necessity be 
the best friend of Turkey. With a long open frontier towards Con¬ 
stantinople, with every possible interest in the maintenance of the 
status quo at Constantinople, with nothing to fear except from the 
enemies of Turkey, Bulgaria could not fail to be a faithful ally. Even 
under existing circumstances, the feeling of hostility to Turkey is 
rapidly disappearing from Bulgaria. 

The Principality of Bulgaria has had in some respects quite as 
hard a time since the war as Eastern Roumelia, and is undoubtedly 
still in a somewhat critical position. She commenced her career with 
a young German Prince without experience, a democratic Constitution, 
and a Russian army, without any recognized leaders of her own, and 
without a man of any practical experience in government, with a very 
small percentage of educated men, and society disorganized by war and 
military occupation. The wonder is that the whole country did not 
fall into anarchy and confusion. The progress which has been made 
is far beyond the most sanguine hopes of those who knuw the country. 
The administration of all departments of the government is carried on 
with a regularity and system which proves that the Bulgarians have a 
genius for this work, and, what is better, they seem to have a full appre¬ 
ciation of their deficiencies and to be anxious to remedy them. The 
organization of the army has been the work of Russia, and in my 
opinion, which may not be of any great value, the arn.y is a good one. 
The soldiers appear well, and there seems to be much of promise in the 
young Bulgarian officers. The army is certainly much too large for 
the country, and 1 am told that the Russians seem to care more for 
men than for supplying the arsenals with the material of war, which is 
said to be deficient and of an inferior quality. The department of 
Public'Works is also under Russian direction. The rest of the admin¬ 
istration is Bulgarian, and it certainly compares very favourably with the 
Russian departments. The country generally has advanced rapidly^ 
and no one can visit it without being impressed with the great changes 
which have taken place there since the war. The Bulgarians there and 
in Eastern Roumelia hav^ certainly progressed during these six years 
at a rate which is exceptional in the history of the world* 

It must be confess^, however, that the political history of Bulgaria 



LIFE AND THOUGHT IN TURKEY. 


598 


dnijng these yean is not a pleasant one 'to ncall. a 

suspension of the Constitution, a restoration of it, ana thwe haw 
Miaisterial changes almost without number, to say nothing of other 
unpleasant events. The Prince himself has beep made to fee; that hw 
position.was very insecure, and the people have been kept in a state m 
chronic excitement. Party spirit has been bitter and violen^ • 
state of things has no doubt been due in part to the infexpOTence of 
the Prince and of his Ministers, but it seems to me to have been due 
chiefly to foreign interference in the affairs of the*country, 

Bulgaria owes her independence to Russia, and the Congress of 
Berlin recognized the right of Russia to exercise a controlling influence 
in the organization of the country. Bulgaria in her gratitude welcomed 
this influence. We must suppose that Russia has honestly desired to 
complete the work which she began, and to see Bulgaria a well- 
governed and flourishing Principality; but it would appear that no 
serious attention has ever been given to this problem at St. Peters¬ 
burg. Everything has been left to subordinate agents, who ^ have 
never worked harmoniously, and who have seldom taken the pains to- 
understand the Bulgarian people. Russia gave Bulgaria a democratic 
Constitution, and before the Prince ever entered Bulgaria he WM 
advised to abolish it. She gave Bulgaria a Prince, and she has done 
her best to displace him. She has more than once given exactly 
opposite instructions to her consul at Sofia and to the Russian 
Ministers in the Government. She has almost always acted in opposi¬ 
tion to whatever Ministry was in power. She has been most unfortunate 
in the character of many of he'r agents, and changed them con¬ 
stantly. She has kept up a state-of constant irritation in the county, 
and even in the army. She has made it impossible to maintain a st^le 
government at Sofia. The result is what might be expected. She has 
no such infiuencG in the country as she had at the close of the war. 
The country is beginning to echo the sentiment of the old Bulgarian 
Exarch, who said to a Russian general, “Yes, we are i^y grateluljo 
you for delivering us from the Turks, but now who will deliver us xrom 
you ? " I think that the Prince and the Bulgarian people honestly 
desire to keep on good terms with Russia, and are ready to make great 
sacrifices to please Russia. They are grateful for the past, and they 
sympathize with the Russian people, as of the same race and rmigion; 
but it is a fact that, while their theoretical love for Russia anp the tzar 
is unchanged, they are utt&rly at a loss to underhand the P^^hey ot 
Russia in Bulgaria. The truth seems to'be that Russia has no fixed 

^IUg*curiou8 to observe the wisdom of Austria in contrast with this 

carelessness of Eussia. Ten yfs ap the 
Austrians more than they did the Turks. Perhaps they do not lore 
them now, hut Austria has carefully developed her commereid rela^ 
tioDS with Bulgaria and Eastern Roumefia She has adopt^ a fr>«^“dly 
and conciliatory policy; she avoids irritating interference; she is patient 
she supports the Prince and the Government. Her influence is thw 
steadily increasing. Russia has done none of these things. She ^ 
taken no pains to establish commercial relations; she has built no 
railways; she has tent no capital into the country .j she ™ 

position of a dictator; she has opposed the Pnnee, and allowdd her 
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agents to interfere in everything in the most offensive way; ^e-has 
hundreds of officials living on the Buigmans. The teamt is what 
might be expected. With alh their sincere gratitude, with all their 
respect for the Czar, the* people are becoming restitOi and more and 
more inclined to assert their independence. 

The position of the Prince of Bulgaria has been a very difficult one— 
even more difficult than that of the Governor-General of Boumelia; 
but he has won the conddence and affection of tlie people. He has 
profited by his expenence, and is stronger to-day than ever, before; he 
is the chief hope of Bulgaria, and the Bulgarians are iust now rejoicing in 
the report that he will henceforth be supported by the Czar. He certainly 
ought to have the support and sympathy of all the Powers interested 
in the peace and prosperity of the Balkan peninsula. '^A strong and 
independent Bulgaria, and ultimately an alliance of the Balkan States, 
ineluding Boumania, would remove all danger to the peace of Europe 
from this part of the world. It is a rich and beautiful country, 
inhabited by as interesting and promising a people as can be foUnd lu 
Europe. If they can only have the time and the opportunity for 
development, if they can advance as rapidly for a few years to come as 
they have since the war, if they can only be left to themselves and 
made to believe in the stability of their position, they will win for 
themselves an honourable place among the nations of Europe. All 
that they need is to feci that their destiny is in their own hands. 

All this may seem to be ideal politics in view of the ambitions and 
jealousies of the Great Powers of Europe, but it exactly expresses the 
aspirations of the people of the Balkan peninsula. They do not wish 
to be swallowed up by any great nation. They wish to be allowed to 
go their own way, and work out their own destiny. So far as they 
are concerned, the action of Germany in preventing a conflict between 
Austria and Bussia has been a great blessing; and if the union of 
Bulgaria and Eastern Boumelia could be accomplished in a peaceful 
wiiy, witli the consent of Turkey, there would be no reason for any 
war in the Balkan peninsula. There need be no hostility between 
Turkey and Bulgaria. On the contrary, the longer the Sultan reigns 
at- Constantinople the better for Bulgaria. And I have been asspred 
by a distinguished Austrian statesman that if they can only be certain 
that Bulgaria is not an armed outpost of. Bussia they will do what 
they can to secure her independence and prosperity. 

It seems to me quite, within the range of practical •politics that 
Boumania and tlie Balkan States should be left to themselves; and it is in 
the first degree essential to their prosperity and progress that they should 
act upon this theory—that they should devote themselves earnestly 
to their own moral, intellectual, and material development, and culti¬ 
vate friendly relations between themselves. The present difficulties 
between Bulgaria and Scrvi| and Boumania are artificial and of 
foreign origin. They have no serious importance in themselves. 
A regrettable party spirit has been developed in these countries, but 
this also is due jn part to the uncertainties of the present situation, 
and it may be hoped that it will pass away in time. 

These States have still much to learn which can only be learned 
from experience, and Europe ought to look upon their mistakes with 
charity and patience. It will be a greater shame to Europe than to 
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these nations if ihese^children of Eniopean diplomacy do not grow up 
to be an hohonr to t^e fomily. . 

It must not be supposed from this article that all life and thoucpt in 
the East is political. Too much of. it is, but this is not our fault. It 
is our misfortune; and in spite of our political environment all the 
nationalities of Turkey and the Bidkan States have a religious wd 
intellectud life which is not only interesting to them bftt of some im¬ 
portance to Europe. The progress in this respect during the last thtfty 
years, even among the Turks, has been very marked, and must have a 
great influence upon the future history of the East. The traditional 
Turk, who sits on his heels and smokes all day, thinking of nothing, 
has disapp^ed from Constantinople, and a still greater change has 
taken place in.the Christian nationalities. But these changes cannot 
bo discussed here, at the close of a political article. They merit a 
more careful study. 

As OiiD Eksiobst. 

CoKSTiJtmoPLE, Septemhir Id, 1S85. 
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I.—MODERN HISTORY. 

H ISTOEICAL studcnte will welcome with pleasure 4M>th6r instal* 
iDcnt of Mr. Hodf^kin’s “Italy and her Invadere.”* The two 
volumes which have just appeared deal with one of the most interesting 
periods of history, the fortunes of the Gothic monarchy in.Italy. 
No subject is more full of dramatic interest than the adventurous life 
of Theodoric the Ostrogoth, his marvellous power of organizing a 
new kingdom, which aimed at combining all the best elements of 
Homan and Germanic civilization, and then the rapid fall of the power 
which he had so carefully established. The interest of the story 
suddenly shifts oh the death of Theodoric from Ravenna to Byzantium. 
After the statesman who brought order by good government adapted to 
his folk, came a revival of the Roman Empire, remarkable rather for 
the success with w|j^ch it used old names and phrases than for any 
promise of the future. Yet experience showed that the new civiliza¬ 
tion of the Goths had not dulled their vigour, while the Empire which had 
so often tottered to apparently hopeless decay could produce a general 
who trained a mixed army of foreign races to act worthily of the 
heroic days of Itome. Theodoric, Justinian, Belisarius, and Totila 
could not be dull in any hands; in the hands of Mr. Hodgkin the 
subject is as cxetting as a romance. Mr. Hodgkin’s style is clear and 
flowing, lie tells his tale admirably, and is never dull. His learning 
is great, but he gives its results without affectation or pedanfiy. He 
has left nothing undone which could add clearness to his narrative, 
lie has carefully visited the places which were of importance, and has 
come to his own conclusion about the site of the battle of 652, which 
he thinks was near the village Of La Scheggia between Gabbio and 
Cagli. Everywhere his pages show thorough workminship, and his 
digressions will be read with interest. His picture of Rome in the 
days when Belisarius first entered it, before the siege of the Goths, 
which was the cause of its decay, is vivid and picturesque. Hi's 
account of the walls and aqueducts of Rome clothes with reality a vast 
amount' of archeeological research. In military matters Mr. Hodgkin^a 
powers of description are seen at their best. The generalship of 
Belisarius, the composition of his army, his skill in taking advantage 
of every error of his enemy who was far superior in numbers, lus 
power of inspiring confidence in his own men—all are graphically told. 
Mr. Hodgkin’s book is a contribution to general literature no less than 
to historical science. It is not written only for the student, but is full 

* Italy and her Invaders.’’ Vole. Ill* and IV.—^l?he Ostrogothio Xavittoii; The 
Imperial Kestoration. Oxford: Clarendon Press. 1885. 
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of the enthosiasm of one who seea working in the put. the ume 
motives u animate the present. Its pages are fall of happr analogiesi 
and illustrations drawn from all periods of history. It iiu all the 
attractiveness of a book written with genuine enthusiasm^, while he 
has spared no labour to make it u complete u possible. ^ 

It is a long step from Justiuian to Warren Hutings; but Sir 
James Stephen's''Nuncomar and Impey"is the only ether English 
work of first-rate importance which we have to record.^ It is a book 
which appeals to many classes of readers, and may be read and eiyoyed 
from different points of view. It will interest those who take pleuure 
in the details of criminal procedure by its admirable unravelling of a 
complicated case. It will appeal to the student of Indian history by 
the information which it gives of the difficulties which beset the 
administration of law in India Its calm discrimination of character 
and motive dispels many of the misrepresentations which have gathered 
round the career of one of the great founders of the English Empire 
in India, Warren Hastings. It instructs the man of letters into the 
means by which Lord Macaulay was enabled to construct such telling 
pictures, and impress his own convictions with such artistic effect upoi^ 
the public mind. To the student of historical method Sir James 
Stephen has conferred a great boon by the incidental remarks on the 
presuppositions of historical writing with which his pages are strewn. 
Sir James Stephen professes the warmest admiration for Lord 
Macaulay; but his book is one long indictment against Macaulay’s 
temper and method. He shows us the sources from which Macaulay 
picked up his views, and discloses how he made up for want of careful 
investigation by strength of assertion and pictorial writing. It is 
seldom that the judici^ attitude of mind is directed towards splving 
historical problems. It is well to be reminded sometimes how great 
is the difference between the justice which we administer to an ordinary 
felon and that which literary historians measure out to the great meu 
who have moulded human affairs. After a careful investigation of the 
evidence given at the trial of Nuncomar, and of all that was brought 
forward at the impeachment of Impey, Sir James Stephen acquits 
Impey of any deliberate misdoing. When we remember how Macaulay 
coupled Impey with Jefferies we see on how slight foundation villains 
are constructed by those in search of the picturesque. Sir James 
Stephen writes judicially. His book is one long summing up. He 
puts a case before a jury, pointing out the flaws in the evidence for 
the prosecution. He does so with striot impartiality. He does not 
wish to impute motives, but the sarcasm natural to a clear-headed 
man who has had to listen to much claptrap occasionally breaks out 
and gives a flavour to his pages. He stands on the plain foundation 
of common sense, and uses several canons of judgment which the 
ordinary historian despises. He refuses to oelieve on d priori grounds 
in the existence of fiends in human shape holding conspicuous positions 
in life. He docs aot think that the tracing of a possible motive to 
commit a crime is in itself a proof that the crime was committed. If 
these two assumptions be destroyed, what is to become of pictorial 
history? When Sir James Stephen further says of the impusioned 

A _ 

* *' The Story of Nuocemar and the Impeachment of Sir Elijah In 2 

vols. London: Macmillan. 1885. ■ 
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peiontion of Sir Gilbert Elliot’s impoacbmeat of Impey^^ tp me, like 
most eloquence, it resembles nothing so mucl^ as mouldy wedding- 
cake/’ we feel that we are in the presence of an iconoclast \it<» docs 
not even respect the basis of our existing political sjstem; Jf Lord 
Maoaulay falls, he falls in good company. . * 

The steady advance in the publication of the '^Dictionary o 
National Biography/' of which the third volume has recently appeared,* 
places at the disposal of historical students a vast mass of material 
for reference, and each volume increases the usefulness of the iwhole 
work. The listiof authorities at the end of articles gives ample help 
for independent research. 

The publication of the Calendar of State Papers naturally creates a 
steady literature of comments, especiaU^ amongst the Gkarmans, whose 
industry in producing monographs is inexhaustible. I^r. Busch has 
subjects the diplomacy of England under Wolsey’s direction from 
1518 to 1521 to a careful scrutiny.f The result of every investigation 
into the proceedings of Wolsey is to set him higher as a genius in 
statescraft. Generals might fight in the field, but a statesman of 
Wolsey's type was engaged in a never-ending conflict. A single false 
step overthrew an ela^rate scheme; an error in calculation made long 
labours useless. Yet Wolsey toiled on with dauntless energy, and by 
his skill raised England to a position of importance in Europe which 
was far beyond her real due, if measured by material resources. Dr. 
Busch shows how Wolsey tried to mediate in all European questions, 
to mi^ke the voice of England seem, at all events, to be dedsive in their 
solution. Different estimates may be taken of the usefulness of 
Wolsey’s policy; there can be no doubt concerning-the ability with 
.which he carried it out. Though Dr. Busch does not assign to England 
ao high an influence on European affairs as does Dr. Brewer, both agree 
about the qualities which Wolsey displayed. 

Mrs. Napier Higgins has undertaken an interesting subject; 
"Women of Europe in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Centuries"; | but 
the scale of the work threatens to be unwieldy. Two stout volumes 
only deal with Scandinavia, Russia, Poland, Germany and Hungary in 
the first half of the fifteenth century. Mrs. Higgins does not attempt 
to disentangle the purely personal interest in her heroines; she weaves 
round them the history of their time. This is scarcely a useful way 
of writing history, nor is it a satisfactory way of illustrating the 
influence of women. We fear that Mrs. Higgins’ h^ok will nbt .be w 
much read as it deserves to he. There is a great deal of thorough 
work jn fields which are rarely traversed. There is a gOod 4eal of the 
family history of our powerful houses on whose action the affairs of 
Europe greatly depended. Mrs.. Higgins has worked with all the zeal 
and energy of a student. She has chosen a subject which rendem it 
impossible for her to arrange her materials to good purpose. 

The history of Papal Rome seems to have an attraction for l^n^jsh 
readers. Perhaps visitors to Rome who have h^fd of the did 4<^y> 
of Papal role are curious about its details. Miss Maclaughlin has 

h, 

* Vols. London: Smith Elder t Co. 1885. 
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tried to them hr i|n ade^lorion Sigqo^ Sili^agtii^e vor^, oa 
“ The ^nrt and the Sdmety of Borne in tlie Bighteeath and Ninai^e^th 
C^tui^/’ * The bo^ lou^y merited a tranaUtitiL It contaiaa ^ 
nothing that» neW| except a fev unimportant extracts from the diaty 
of an Italian Abate at the end of last century. It consists of a sti^Qg 
of gossiping ohapterSj put together vitboot much method in auQU! a 
way as to satisfy, the taste of an indolent reader. Jt alwaiulB/^ 
scandal^ and its attempts at historical narrative, are poori It is written 
to suit the ideas and opinions of modem Italyi mid dwells cpm^abesdy 
on the changes between the condition of Papal Rome and the Itfuno 
of to-day. It is hardly fair to apply this method to Rome eiduriv^y* 
The changes between Austrian Venice or Bourbon • Naples and tbe' 
modern cities would be equally great. Some features in Roman , life 
were due to tbe fact that it was the capital of a small province, ww 
were due to the fact that the province was under Papal rulo. It 
requires' a little care to distinguish between these two sets of COU'* 
ditions, and Signor Silvagui has not attempted the task. The bocdc 
does not rise beyond trivial gossip, and the translator does not . show; 
a very accurate knowledge of details. 

A book of another character deals with the history of the Pwacy 
during the last three centuries. It is a posthumous work of the 
Italian patriot and statesman Count Terenzio Mamiani, who was one 
of the last of the generation which laid the foundation of United 
Italy. Count' Mamiani is best known as a, philosopher^ who hUed^up 
the intervals of political activity by a series of philosophical essays.! 
His last work was written at the age of eighty-five.^ It is rathei; an 
historical essay than a continuous history. It takes a lofty view of 
the Roman Church in its general relation to human progress. Prom 
the position of a philosophic theist Count Mamiani criticizes the history 
of the Papacy. He does not so much quarrel with its religious ideas, 
or its religious system, both of which he considers more reasonable 
than those of Protestant sects, but with its political activity. ^ The 
Papacy reduced to a purely spiritual power and deprived of its temporal 
dominions is at. last free to work its own work, provided only that it 
does not become rigid as a corpse by attempting an impossible reac< 
tion. Count Mamiani in fact constructs a philosophy of religious 
history to justify the actions which created modern Itdy. Whether 
this justification be convincing or not, philosophically, the actual events 
themselves are full of interest, and are well told by Col* Probyn in 
his ‘'History of Modern Italy.” Much of course remains to be 
known •, but Col. Probyn has Written an excellent and lucid narrative 
in a sober spirit. 

M. CAfllGSTOK. 

• "Home, its Princes, Priests, and‘People.’* Being a tranelation of SfgAdr David 
Sfivagni’s work ** La Corte e la SooieU Bo^na nei XVlll o XIX Sec^’! By 
Fs&ny Maclaughlin. In 2 vole. London; Elliot Stock. 1885. 

t “llelPapetoneiTreUltimiSecoir.” Bi Terenzio Mamiani Milan. 1885. 
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IL—PHYSICAL SCIENCE. 

If we look at a gaslight through a globe of Venetian glass for the first 
time, we are disappointed at finding that the blue opalescence, which 
is the charm of the material when looked at by light scattered from its 
particles, is altogether wanting in the transmitted light, and that the 
gas*flame simply appears of a smoky hue. There are many other sub¬ 
stances which exhibit an analogous phenomenon, though its obserTation 
is not one of every-day occurrence. In the case of the atmosphere, 
however, we have a very similar action with which all are familiar, 
though few may have recognized the similitude. In the light scattered 
by the minute particles suspended in the air there is a considerable 
preponderance of blue, causing the apparent blueness of the sky. It 
IS to Professor Tyndall that we are indebted for most of what we know 
about this subject. It is clear that the diffused light must have come 
from the sun, and if in the ligtit thus scattered there is a preponderance 
of blue, it is also clear that in the sunlight which is directly trans¬ 
mitted, and which consists only of those rays which escape the action 
of the diffusing particles, there must be a smaller percentage of blue 
light than exists in the solar radiation before it penetrates the atmo¬ 
sphere ; in other words, the sun’s rays as they reach us contain a less 
percentage of blue light than when they left the sun. If we imagine 
the sun to be shining in a cloudless sky, and the blue light which 
reaches us from every point in the heavens collected together and added 
to the light which reaches us direct from the sun, the resultant tint 
will approximate to that which the sun would appear to possess if he 
were seen directly without the intervention of the atmosphere, but it 
would be less 4)1116 than the sun really is, because about half of the 
blue light from the particles suspended in the air is radiated into space, 
and fails to reach the earth at all. In a lecture delivered at the ^Royal 
Institution on April 17, Professor S. P. Langley gave an account of 
his recent attempt to determine the influence of the eartVs atmosphere 
on the character of the solar radiation which reaches ihe earth’s sur¬ 
face. As it is impossible to make observations outside the atmosphere 
altogether, 'the only method available is to measure tl/i.intensity of the 
several constituents of the sun’s radiation near to the sea-level, and at 
the same time to measure the same constituents at. the most lofty 
station accessible. The difference in the results will show the amount 
of absorption caused by the between these two levels. From this 
the amount of absorption due to the air above the higher level may be, 
estimated. For the experiments to be satisfactory it is necessary that 
the two stations should be as near together as possible, measured hori¬ 
zontally, and that the air should be as dry as possible. Mount Whitney, 
which is about 15,000 feet high, in the Sierra Nevada, was selected for 
the observations. The measurements were made by means of an. in¬ 
strument designed by Professor Langley, and called a bolometer. It 
consists of a very fine platinum wire which is connected with a battery 
and galvanometer in such a way that any variation in the redhance of 
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the wire is detected by the galV'knometer. Any increase of tempera¬ 
ture increases the resistance of the wire^ and thus the instrument serves 
to measure the intensity of the radiation to which it is exposed. The 
solar light is spread out into a spectrum by means of prism^, or, pre¬ 
ferably, by a grating, and the platinum wire is moved along the spectrum, 
remaining parallel to the Fraunhofer lines. The galvanometer indicates 
the intensity of the soi&t radiation at every point of the spectrum. 
AVith the bolometer, Professor Langley found that he could detect 
solar radiation at a far greater distance beyond the red end of the 
spectrum than it ever been observed before. The comparison 
between the observations made on the plain and on the summit of the 
mountain showed that the atmospheric absorption was much greater 
than had previously been believed, but, while this was the case through¬ 
out the spectrum, by far the greater part of the absorption took place 
at the blue end. By combining together the constituents of solar 
light in the proportions in which they appear to exist beyond 
the limits of the earth's atmosphere, the colour which the sun 
would appear to have if seen directly can bo imitated, and is very 
distinctly blue, 

These results of Professor Langley's have another and a very 
important bearing. They show that the estimates which have hitherto 
been made of the amount of energy annually radiated by the sun are 
far below the mark, inasmuch as the corrections made for atmospheric 
absorption have been much too small, and that the solar radiation 
exceeds 12,000 horse-power per square foot of the sun's surface. 

But Professor Langley's are not the only attempts which have been 
made during tbc last few months to increase our knowledge of solar 
radiation. Captain Ericsson last summer erected at New York a 
solar pyrometer consisting of a series of 96 mirrors, arranged so as to 
form a frustrum of a pyramid of 06 sides, the diameter at the base 
being eight feet. The axis of the pyramid was directed towards the 
sun, and the solar rays reflected from the mirrors weft received by a 
conical beater" of rolled iron. Two heaters of different sizes were 
employed. The experiment consisted in determining the highest 
temperature to wliich tlie heater could bo raised by the solar radiation. 
Allowance being made for the heat lost in reflection at the mirrors, 
and for absorption by the earth's atmosphere, it is easy to determine 
what fraction of the sun’s lieat reaches the heater, and, “iice the 
temperature of the heater has attained its maximum, the amount 
absOTbed by it from the sun must be 6quai to the amount radiated 
from its surface in all directions. Hence the heat radiated by the 
heater at the temperature it has attained (:336'5® F, for the small pne, 
and 200‘5® P. for the large heater) can be compared with that 
radiated by the same area of the sun's surface if we know the co¬ 
efficient of absorption of the iron heater. So far the method is sound, 
but Ericsson assumed the truth of “ Newton's law of cooling "—viz., 
that the radiation is proportional to the excess of the temperature of 
the body above that of its surroundings,—and hence deduced a tempera¬ 
ture for , the sun exceeding 8,000,000® F. If, instead of assuming 
Newt<^'8 law, which we know to be only approximately true for sm^ 
diflereneps of temperature, we assume the results of Dulong and Petit 
to hold for such high temperatures as that of the sun^ then the 

VOtf. XLVIITf 9 8 



602 


THE CONTEMPOEARY REVJEfV. 


temperature of Ericsson’s heater would be accounted for if the tem¬ 
perature of the sun’s photosphere were lower than that of melting 
iron, provided its radiating power were equal to that of lamp-black. 

According to the dynamical theory^ a ^as consists of independent 
molecules, exerting no action upon one another except during a 
** collision ”—that is, while they are much nearer to one another than is 
generally the case in gases at ordinary pressure. The pressure of the 
gas is due to the continual impact of these molecules against the surface 
exposed to them. The mean or average energy of motion of the 
molecules increases uniformly with the temperature, but at any given 
temperature the velocities of individual particles may be very great 
or very small, provided the whole energy of the gas remain the same. 
In addition to this motion of translation, the spectroscope shows that 
the molecules of a gas, wlicn sufficiently heated, possess also vibratory 
motions, the periods of which arc characteristic of each particular gas, 
corresponding to the vibration periods of the bright lines in its 
spectrum. Some gases show very many such lines. It is natural to 
suppose that these vibrations arc due to the complex structure of the 
individual molecules, and wc should further expect that some simple 
relation would obtain between the vibration periods corresponding to 
the several bright lines of the same gas, similar to the relations between 
the upper partinls of sounding bodies. Though very carefully sought, 
no such relation could*, however, be discovered, and the search was 
regarded as hopeless. Ilcrr Eaimer has now found that the wave 
lengths of the hydrogen lines arc given by the formula where m 
may be any integer from 3 to 16, and Cornu has shown that 
the wave Icngtlis of tlic ultra-violet lines of aluminium and thallium 
arc strictly proportional to those of the ultra-violet lines of 
hydrogen. 

The first determinations of tlic resistance of distilled water to the 
passage of an electric current were made by Cavendish more than a 
century ago. Cavendish was his own galvanometer, and appears to 
have compared the water with an iron wire by dividing a shock between 
the wire and his own body in the first experiment, and between the 
column of water and himself in the second, varying the columns of 
water till the shock appeared of the same intensity. Cavendish con¬ 
cluded that the resistance of rain water was 720 times that of a 
saturated selution of sea salt, and 400,000,000 times that of iron wire. 
In another experiment he found that the resistance'of distilled water 
was about 2*4 times that of rain water. The resistances of electrolytes 
have been carefully studied by Kohlrausch, and his results have con¬ 
firmed those of Cavendish for various saline solutions in a manner that 
is astonisluDg, considering the apparatus which Cavendish had at his 
disposal. Kohlrausch found the resistance of distilled water to be 
enbrmously great when care was taken to keep it as purp as possible 
(exposure for a few hours to air containing a small amount of tobacco 
smoke very much diminished the resistance), and it was thought by 
some that absolutely pure water would prove to be a good insular if 
it could be obtained. Kohlrausch has recently measured the resistance 
of water distilled in a vacuum under a pressure of only *01 mm. of 
mercury, which is less than one seventy-thousandth of an atmosphere. 
Erom his results it appears that a column of water a metre in length 
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and a square millimetre in section would have a resistance of about 
40,000,000,000 ohms, so that the resistance of water prepared m 
this way is about 4^,000,000,000 times that of mercury, or nearly 
400,000,000,000 times that of irou. 

H, W. llcmpei has found that the amount of electricity afforded by 
an influence machine (such as the Holtz or Voss macIuM) depends on 
both the nature and the pressure of the gas iu which it is worked. In 
his experiments the machine was placed under a strong iron bell, which 
could be filled with air or other gases at pressures up to seven atmo¬ 
spheres. The machine ^vas driven by an electromotor placed within 
the bell, and the amount of electricity afforded during 400 rotations 
of the plates was measured. By increasing the pressure to 4f atmo¬ 
spheres, the yield was increased sixfold, and was greater in air and 
carbonic anhydride than in hydrogen. It is an interesting fact that at 
a pressure of Of atmospheres in carbonic anhydride, the “gaseous 
friction^' was so great that the motor could scarcely drive the machine. 

In electric light installations it is very often of great importance 
that the steam-engines or other prime movers should be at a consider¬ 
able distance from the lamps. This is especially important when water¬ 
power is available in the neighbourhood. The horse-power conveyed 
by an electric current is measured by the product of the number of 
amphres of current, and the number of volts between the terminals, 
divided by 740. With incandescent lamps the number of volts ad¬ 
missible cannot generally much exceed a hundred, and each 20-candle 
lamp may be taken to require about half an ampere of current, so that 
very large currents at low potentials must be supplied when there is a 
lai^e number of lamps. Now, with a given conductor, the energy 
wasted per second by conversion into heat in the wire is propbrtiopal 
to the square of the current, but docs not otherwise depend on •the 
electromotive force between the terminals. Ilcncc, if the power must 
be conveyed for a long distance, it is important to employ a small cur¬ 
rent al very high potential; otherwise extremely heavy conductors 
become necessary. For example, the transmission of a current for the 
supply of 20,000 lamps at a distance of a mile from the generators with a 
loss of only ten per cent, of the pOMer in the conductors would necessitate 
the employment of nearly 1,500 tons of copper in tlic leads, if the 
current were supplied at 100 volts, but the same amount ofp^ower might 
be transmitted with the same loss by the employment of only 3? tons 
of copper if the potential were raised to 2,000 volts. To utilize the 
small current at high potential for the production of a much greater 
current with a correspondingly less electromotive force is a problem 
one solution of Irhich has been afforded by the secondary generators 
of Messrs.Gaulard & Gibbs. 'These act on the same princii)le as an 
ordinary induction coil, but the secondary wire, instead of being very 
long and thin, is made up, like the primary, of a kind of helical ribbon 
formed of slit rings of sheet copper. A rapidly alternating current of 
high electromotive force is sent through the primary coils of a number 
of these generators in succession, and the induced currents from the 
secondary coil of each generator supply the lamps in its immediate 
neighbourhood. The generators of the latest pattern show a very high 
efficiency, and at Turin lamps were supplied at a distance of more than 
twenty-four miles from the source of power. When power can he 
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obtained very cheaply at a distance of a few milcsj the system has much 
to rccor^mend it 

An improvement on these generators has very recently been effected 
by Messrs. Zipernowski, Ddri & Bliithy, who wind the primary and 
secondary wires together into a flat cOil of considerable diameter. 
Around this,coil they wind transversely a quantity of soft iron wire 
which has been varnished so as to insulate each turn from the othera 
This wire, while holding the coil together, serves also to conduct the 
lines of magnetic force due to the primary current completely round 
the coil. Several years ago it was recommended that ordinary induc¬ 
tion coils should be completely encased in soft iron, a separate contact 
breaker being employed, but the suggestion was not published. It 
appears that for the same weight of copper a much greater yield can 
be obtained from these converters than from those of Messrs. Gaulard 
& Gibbs, and fewer rcA'crsals per second of the primary current are 
necessary. 

Another solution of the problem is afforded by the employment of 
the small current of high electromotive force to drive a motor having 
a considerable length of wire in its armature, and to cause this motor 
to drive a dynamo so constructed as to furnish a much greater current 
at a correspondingly lower potential, which will be adapted to the 
lamps. A more eflioient arrangement, however, is a combination of 
motor and dynamo in one machine, with one set of field magnets, but 
the armature wound with two wires, one long and fine to receive the 
primary current, the other thicker and shorter to generate the current 
for the lamps. This solution, which has more than once been sug¬ 
gested, has recently been’ practically realized by Messrs. Paris and 
Scott, at Norwich. In their apparatus the primary and secondary wires 
arc, wound together in the same armature of the motor-dynamo or 
“ transformer," and it is the secondary current, or, rather, a shunted 
l>ortion of it, whicli maintains the field magnets of the transformer* 
To understand the action wc may imagine an arbitrary case. Suppose 
the primary generator to supply a current at, say, 1,050 volts; let the 
resistance of the primary circuit be 10 ohms, and suppose that there 
are just ten times as many turns of primary wire in the armature of 
the transformer as of secondary wire. Then there will be the same 
electromotive force in each turn of wire in the transformer whether 
it belong td the primary or the secondary circuit. T/uppose, then, that 
the back electromotive force in the primary wire is 1,000 volts; the 
electromotive force in the secondary will be one-tenth of >thi8—that is, 
100 volts. The resultant electromotive force in the primary circuit 
will be 50 volts, giving a current of 5 amperes. Th^ current in the 
secondary wire must be less than ten times this—that is, less than 
60 ampferes—by an amount which shall enable the primary current to 
overcome the mechanical resistance of the motor, for, if the current in 
the secondary reached 50 amperes, this current flowing in one turn of 
wire would just balance the primary current of 6 amperes in ten turns 
of wire and there would be no resultant force to turn the motor. For 
this condition of affairs to obtain, the resistance of the secondary 
circuit must be such that a current somewbat less than 50 amperes is 
maintained by an electromotive force of 100 volts—that is, it must be 
a little greater than 2 ohms. The app^atus thus transforms the 
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energy of a current .of 5 amperes at 1,050 volts into tliatpf a current 
of something less than 60 amperes at 100 volts. The success of the 
system will depend on what is involved in the words "something less/' 
but it has tlic advantage of supplying continuous ^irrents, while those 
of the secondary generators of Gaulard & Gibbs and of Zipemowski 
& D^ri arc alternating. It is also claimed for the system that any 
number of transformers may be coupled in parallel arcs,and be empjoyed 
to light a correspondingly large number of lamps, without injuriously 
aifecting one another. An important advantage accrues from the 
primary and secondary wires being wound together, since it enables the 
primary and secondary currents to nearly destroy eacli other's inductive 
action, so that a much higher efficiency may be expected than could be 
the case with a simple motor receiving the same current. 

A peculiar interest attaclics to observations of the nebulm, for 
according to the nebular theory of Laplace they represent solar 
systems in a very early stage of existence. There are many apparent 
nebulee which, when examined with, instruments of high power, are 
resolved into innumerable minUte stars. These may be dismissed as 
being in reality star clusters, and not nebulse at all. A true nebula 
remains such under the highest magnifying power, and when examined 
with a spectroscope, instead of presenting the spectrum exhibited by 
stars, which, like the solar spectrum, is continuous except for com* 
paratively narrow black lines, it shows a bright line spectrum similar 
to the spectra of incandescent gases. Hence it is inferred that a nebula 
consists of a mass of incandescent gas. There are some nebula) which 
present no special features; others show an apparent condensation 
about a point or points; in others, again, the condensation is so far 
advanced that a distinct nucleus appears, like a star in the midst of 
the nebula. These arc successive stages in the development of the 
system. According to the hypothesis of Laplace, the solar system, 
like all other cosmical systems, was at one time a mass of incandescent 
gas—in fact, a nebula. Supposing such a mass to be moving in space, 
the chance that it would have no motion of rotation is indefinitely 
small, We may ‘ therefore assume that every nebula possesses a 
motion of rotation. The combined effects of gravitation and of 
cooling will tend to reduce the dimensions of the nebula. Every 
contraction of its bulk must, however, be accompanied by an evolution 
of heat, 60 that the process of cooling aud contraction must of 
necessity be'a very slow ona The heat,developed by the contraction 
of a mass of gas, extending originally to the furthest known planet, 
until it formed our sun, would supply that luminary with radiant 
energy, according to bis present rate of expenditure, for several 
m^ions of years. The process of contrition, though slow, must be 
sure, and it is equally certain that, as the dimensions of the mass 
diminish, thejpeed of rotation, or angular velocity, must increase, fcr 
when a system is acted upon only by the forces between its own parts, 
the dynamical quantity known to mathematicians as the aTigula/n 
must remain invariable. At length the speed of rotation ■ 
may become so great that gravitation is unable to compel the outer¬ 
most ring of tlip system to contract along with the -central portion, 
and this will split off*, and, for the moment at any rate, may be 
supposed, like Saturn's rings, to remain intact rotating around the 
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central body. But such a ring will in general be unstable, and will 
soon break up so as to lose its annular character, and the parts 
coalescing, a planet will be formed, which will not only rotate about 
its primary, but also about an axis through its own centre of gravity. 
The central mass will then go on contracting till another ring is 
thrown off, and so on; while each planet, behaving like the central 
mass, itself *in process of time may throw oflf secondary rings, which 
will become satellites, until at length the system is complete. If this 
theory be true, we may expect in the various nebulae which surround 
us to see pictured several phases in the history of the solar system, 
and if life were long enough wc might hope to see the history of that 
system repeated in them. The nebula of Andromeda is one whose 
nature is still questionable. It exhibits a nucleus which, until 
recently, did not exhibit the characteristics of a star. On August Slst 
a true star was observed in the nucleus. It was seen by Dr. Huggins 
on September 3rd, when it gave a continuous star spectrum, but 
showca some signs of bright lines between the solar lines D and b. 
It appeared as an orange star between the eighth and ninth magni¬ 
tudes. Lord Eossc described it as exhibiting a continuous spectrum 
with a bright band in the green. Mr. W. F. Denning described it as 
a yellow star, whose magnitude might be set down as about 7i. It 
has shown some signs, however, of changing its position with respect 
to the nucleus, and it is not improbable that the new star is a 
variable star like that of 1800, not belonging at all to the nebula, but 
much nearer to the earth, though happening to be in the same line of 
sight. There is some evidence that the star was first seen in England 
by a schoolboy, Lawrence Kichardson, at Bootliam, York. The 
Bootham scliool is provided with an observatory, containing a clock, a 
transit instrument, and a four-inch equatorial with driving clock, all 
supplied by Messrs. Cooke and Son. On the evening of September Ist 
Kichardson was examining the nebula iu Andromeda with the four- 
inch equatorial, when lie noticed the star, wliich he did not remember 
to have seen before, and be made a note thereof at the time. It 
would be an advantage if other schools in tlie country were similarly 
provided with observatories, for there is no reason why good work 
should not be done by young astronomers; and few occupations have 
a greater educational value thau astronomical observations, if properly 
directed. , 

W. Garnett. 


III.—GENERAL LITERATURE. 

Miss RoosEVEiiT’s '*LiFc and Reminiscences of Gustave Dbre 
would have been better had it been shorter and more compactly put 
together. The very title—” Life and Reminiscences "—indicates some 
uncertainty of plan; but the authoress’ materials are certainly copi¬ 
ous; they'are drawn for the most part from original sources; they 

« * XiOndon: Sampson Low & Co. 
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abound in details of an interesting character; they are illustrated with 
numerous hitherto unpublished sketches from J)or6's own pencil; 
and on the whole, while her standpoint of almost idolatrous umira* 
tion will not be generally shared, her book furnishes a readable and 
animating account of the popular French painter.—Colonel Hozier’s 
“ Turenne ** is a piece of more careful and effective worl^ It is the 
third, and in some respects the best, of the series of short military bio¬ 
graphies projected by Messrs. Chapman & Hall. It not only gives us 
a concise and clear account of the career of Turenne, and the improve¬ 
ments he introduced into the art of war, but explains generally the 
military tactics of the time, and the reasons why they were then 
adopted. The book is thus one of value for the military student, and 
yet it is written popularly enough to be agreeable to the general 
reader.—Until Mr, Duffield published his excellent translation of 
" Don Quixote ’* two years ago, Shelton's—the first English version- 
still remained much the best, and Shelton's was often inaccurate, and, 
as Mr. Ormsby says, "barbarously literal/' and bis diction has 
become antiquated. Mr. Ormsby's first idea was merely to revise 
Shelton, but, finding that impracticable, he undertook a new translation 
without knowing of Mr. Duffield being similarly engaged, and has now 
published it in four elegant volumes.* If he may not compete with 
Mr. Dufficld’s rich scholarship he has certain advantages of style, and 
has produced a most satisfactory work, for which English readers must 
be grateful. The notes arc short, but pointed and exact.—Mr. James 
Long, lecturer on dairy-farming at the Institute of Agriculture, and 
otherwise well known as "Merlin'' of the Field newspaper, recog¬ 
nizing the importance of the growing dairy-farming movement in this 
country, has prepared a very useful and practical handbook on the 
subject,! describing with great abundance of facts and details—"drawn 
as far as possible,” he states, " from personal experience "—the whole 
management of dairy-farms, and of milk, butter, cheese,■•koumiss, and 
other products. His opinions are sometimes contrary to those gener¬ 
ally accepted, but they arc worthy of careful attention, because they 
are founded on the results of hundreds of experiments conducted by 
himself, as well as a wide observation of the practices of other coun¬ 
tries where dairy-farming has reached an advanced stage. Not the 
least interesting part of the work is the account of the svstems of 
dairying practised in various Continental countries.—Sir J8hn Lub¬ 
bock's little treatise on " Representation ”t —^bc second of the short 
series on current political topics which Mr. Sydney Buxton 
is editing—gives an admirably lucid account of the different 
methods of voting, either actual or proposed, for securing effec¬ 
tive. representation. The merits of single-membered constituencies, 
of emitin d^. lisiet of the single transferable vote, the cumulative 
vote, the free ticket, and the limited vote, are all discussed with 
fairness, and one cannot help receiving the impression that the 

* ** logenious G6DtIeniaii Don Quixote of La Mancha*’* ^ Mirael 4e 

Cervaates Saavreda. A Tranelatioii, with Introduction and Kote8,by,Jolm Onoaby. 
London: S^t^^derACo. 

t " Britiah *l)airy Fanning. To which ia added a Desertion of the Chief 
G<mtinental Syatema.** By Jamea Long. London: Chapman & Hall. ^ 

$ London: W. Swan Sonnenachein It Co. 
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idea of proportional representation' has not yet got a sufheient 
hearing in tlii.t country, ThosCj at all events, who profess to be unable 
to comprehend the idea, will have no reason to say so after reading 
Sir John Lubbock’s brief but instructive volume.—In ** Brazil and 
Java''* we have a bulky report written by M. Van Delden Laerne, a 
Lutch oincial at Batavia, who was sent by the Government of the 
Ni'thcrlands on a special mission to Brazil to inquire into the coffee 
cultivation and coffee trade of that country. It is a very thorough 
study of the whole economic condition of Brazil, with much Jnform^ 
tion besides on coffee-planting in Java and elsewhere. Among the most 
interesting chapters are those on Brazilian slavery and Brazilian 
railways. — Mr. G. Powell publishes a very good translation of 
M, Henry Havard's “ Dutch School of Painting," f which ^describes 
the development and characteristics of Dutch art aimsts in a 
very lucid and agreeable style. It will form an excellent guide for 
those who wish to know about tho Dutch painters. — A set bf 
pleasant stories and essays contributed to journals and magazines, 

" Woven in Darkness" f is the work of a painter who has had the 
misfortune of becoming blind. His love of the brush has ample illus¬ 
tration in the delightful essays upon landscape, but the skill shown 
iu telling short weird tales gives him a real standing in the world of 
literature. It has often been said that it is more difficult to write a 
story in limited than in large compass. Mr. Penn's deprivation natu¬ 
rally enough puts a pathetic colour through some of his pieces \ but, 
with his gift of easy and interesting narrative as substitute for the open 
vision of the painter, he has to be congratulated rather than com¬ 
miserated. The numerous pieces iu the two stout volumes are unusually 
readable.—In his ** Parliamentary History '* § Mr. Raven has given 
rather a skeleton summary of events since 183S than anytliing deserving 
to be considered historical. As a useful handbook of reference to the 
more important Bills passed by Parliament, it deserves a place in the 
political library. His method of making each year a chapter has con¬ 
siderable advantage, and the attention given to financial figures eom- 
mands recognition. For the most part t^he style is as good as excessive 
abbreviation will allow, but occasionally several sentences.into 
one irrespective of the claims of sound punctuation, liri Even's 
analysis comes down to 1880. ' ' 

4 

♦ London: W. II. Allen & Co. i London : Cassell & Co. 

J “Woven in .Darkness: a llTedley of Stories, Essays and Dresmwork.’' By 
W. W. Fenn, author of “Half-Hours of Blind Man’s Holiday,”. “After Snndc^wn.; 
or, the Palette and the Pen,” &o. In 2 vols. London: KuUy & Co. 

§ “ The Porliameutary History of England, from the Passing of tho Reform Bill of 
1832.” By John Raven, London: Elliot Stock, 
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I T had loBg hecn foreseen that the Opportunist party would come 
off- very badly in the elections, to the advantage of the Right 
and the Extreme Left. This is precisely what has happened; and 
tlic only surprise is in the severity of the defeat. On the 
4th. of October the Right gained more than a hundred seats. 
This is the capital fact. The ballots of the 18th still further 
increased the number, though they did not altogether justify tlie 
hopes of the .Reactionists, intoxicated as they were with their- 
success. Some of 'these elections will no doubt be invalidated, and 
a few fresh elections will take place, probably in January. JBut it 
is by this time perfectly clear what the composition of 'the new 
Chamber will bo, and we are fairly in a position to enter on the dis¬ 
cussion of it. Once it is seen that there is an indisputable majority, 
a few scats more or less can make no difference to the general 
situation of parties. 

The Monarchical Right, which in the last Chamber reckoned only 
ninety seats, will in the new Chamber have nearly two hundred. Two 
hundred deputies are' not, indeed, a majority; but if they hold 
together they can decide the majority at pleasure. Such a union 
will not be easy, in spite of their electioneering alliance; it certainly 
will not be constant; wc must expect dissensions, and even pas¬ 
sionate conflicts, between the two parties, neither of which can succeed 
but by the ruin of the other, and which are so profoundly dissimilar 
in their origin, their principles, their education, and their beliefs. 
But, divided as they may be in defence and in preparation, they can 
still cohere for purposes of attack. If ever they think that the 
moment has come fpr making an end of the Republic, we shaU fee 
them concentrate all their forces to back up the excesses of the 

. VOL. XLVIII,. T T 
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Extreme Loft. It is clear that the country is in their.hands, and 
that it is in their power to make all government impossible. 

Now, how has this come about 1, Is it due to a monarchical re¬ 
action ? Ko one here believes it • for a moment—not even the 
parlies concerned. The truth is, that the Opportunist policy had 
excited univqysal disgust. This policy consists, as its name implies, 
in following public opinion instead.of leading it. A Cabinet may, 
under these conditions, prolong its Q.xisteucc for a time by careful 
management; but once it falls, there is nothing left of it^ for it 
represents no interest and no political theor}'. The Opportunists 
had wearied the country by their greediness for place. • It was the 
government of a coterie; and France was sacrificed to personal 
ambitions and sclf-suflicicnt incapacity. 

• M. Ferry had struck two great blows—one at home, by Article 7 
of the Law of Public Instruction, which was the beginning of the 
struggle with the clergy; the other abroad, by the couquest of 
Tomiuin. Throughout the whole of this last affair he went straight 
forward without ever consulting Parliament, and asked for credits 
only when the money was as good as spent. There is not a doubt 
that, had the campuigu been successful, the Ministry would have 
been Secure for a good while to come. The growth of our colonics 
and the success of our arms would have gratified the national vanity. 
It would not even have been necessary that the acquisition should in 
itself be advantageous to us. Lut it was one of those enterprises in 
which a Government stakes everything on the chance of gaining 
everything. I'lic first reverse was ruin. The moment M. Ferry had 
fallen every one turned against him, even his noisiest admirers of an 
hour ago. TifO acts of courage and good sense which had marked 
his liomc administration were forgotten; the real service he had ren¬ 
dered us in Tunis vtas ignored. The disasters in Tonquiu obliterated 
all. Our arujy, our fleet, our material of war, all were passed under 
examiuation, aud every defect exaggerated. The sums expended 
were reckoned up and found to be enormous. The treasury deficit 
was investigated and amplified. In short, every one was exclaiming 
against the author of the Tonquiu campaign; aud it was to this cry, 
within the rpnks of the llepublican party, that the elections took place. 

The Right had the same causes of complaint, exacerbated by party 
spirit. aud the rancours of the clergy and the magistracy. The 
clergy, even when they take no open action, are a great force in a 
Catholic country. In the rural districts they retain a powerful 
infiuence; in the towns they have gained adherents since they have 
been made the objects of petty persecution by the authorities; and 
ill women are on their side. All these causes taken together afford 
sufficient explanation of the collapse of the late Ministry and of 
the Opportunist party which supported it. 
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The electors have voted in one place for the Eadicals. and id * 
another for the Kight| in order not to vote for the Opportunists. 
The vote of the 4th of October is primarily a vote of censure. 
It would be a mistake to regard it as*the prelude to either a Badical 
or a Monarchical revolution. France, as a whole, has a perfect dread 
of the red flag, and of everything which reminds her of* 1793; she 
has not forgotten Sedan, and she sees, moreover, that the Bonapar- 
tists are divided into two camps; while the Orleanists, who certainly 
have made some progress, will not force themselves on the country, 
and* they are a long way oft' being sent for. What the country^ 
requires is not a new form of government, but peace and tranquillity 
under the existing form. This is assuredly the meaning of the 
elections of the Hh of October: We want no revolutions, no 
wars, no rash adventures; wc long for security, for quiet, for 
economy; wc want to have done with meddlers,and blunderers, and 
utopists; wc want a strong government to protect us, an industrious 
government to complete the economic organization of the country.” 

I. do not even believe that the country wishes for a change of per¬ 
sons. It is sick of the struggle for places; and the available 
of office is so limited that it sees little use in continually changing one 
Minister for another. M. Grevy has but to lift a fiuger, and he wilf 
be re-elected in December; M. Brisson and M. dc Frcycinet may stay 
where they arc, if they only have the good sense to avoid idle and 
useless discussions and occupy Parliament with matters of business 
and important reforms. 

It may seem strange that I slionld speak of a dcasth of states¬ 
men ; and indeed it is not really men that arc wanting, but available 
men. The followers of M. Gambctta and M. Ferry liave set them¬ 
selves to make a return to office impossible for those who, while 
upholding the Republican principle, have opposed their doctrines 
and policy; and thus they have stamped with unpopularity all 
that was left of courage and capacity in the great Republican 
party. 1 confess that I see no statesmen in all our,Jacobin 
Mountain; wc have orators, wc have tribunes; but unless 
some extraordinary metamorphosis takes place I do not 'see one 
who is capable of governing. They may have a Dciccluse among 
them; they certainly have not even a Rosscl. The Monarchical 
parties, on the contrary, and especially the Orlcanist party, are not 
without men. M. Bochcr, M. Buffet, M. dc Broglie are no mere 
orators; but it would take a revolution to bring them back; and at 
present—^just as truly as before the elections—a revolution can only 
become possible by the repeated and persistent fault of the Republic. 

But while I thus discard all idea of an app’roaching revolution, 

I do not fail to* recognize the gravity of the two salient facts of 
the elections—the sudden incursion of two hundred Deputies of the^ 
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Right, and the character of the Parisian list, composed, as it is, 
entirely of Radicals. It seems like two rumblipgs* of revolution 
coming from opposite quarters of the horizon, and as if France 
would have to decide either between the two Royalties she has 
in reversion or for the Republic of 1793, which now calls itself the 
Commune. ' Looking at it from a distance, all these threatening 
forces must appear to have made considerable way. But I * repeat 
that it is not so in the case of any one of them, and will not 
be, unless the Republic, by its own misconduct, should itself lend 
them a helping hand. 

And now let us examine the nature of these forces, each in its 
turn. The Imperialist party, notwithstanding the terrible associa¬ 
tions it had for us, was the greatest danger of the young Republic 
during its first years. It has now been almost annihilated by three 
successive losses—the Emperor, the Emperors son, and M. Rouher. 
Since the death of the Prince Imperial, it has had no dynastic chief; 
since the death of M. Rouher, it has had no statesman. Prince 
^ Jerome, who is a man of mark, has found means to alienate his own 
party j his son’s revolt has given it the final blow. The Imperialists 
have, in tliis election, allied themselves with the Orleanists—an 
dlliancc which a short time ago would have seemed impossible, which 
must have been excessively painful to both parties, and which in any 
case cannot last long. The result has shown the comparative decline 
of the Bonapartists, who have secured only eighty-five or ninety 
• scats out of a hundred and ninety-seven. There is desertion in their 
ranks. More tiian one of their leading men has gone over to the 
Orleanists. The party is crushed for the moment; and it is doubtful 
whether it can ever rise again. 

It is quite otherwise with the Orleanists. The number of seals they 
have gained is very considerable; and this is the more reinarkable, 
because the help of their allies has been neither very active 
nor very trustworthy—witness the position of the Due dc Broglie in 
the Eure. The leaders of the party are united,‘estimable, and 
esteemed. All the princes are distinguished men—some of them 
men of very high distinction indeed. They have no terrible 
record against them like that of Sedan. The dislike of the 
pure Legitimists goes for absolutely uothiug. We have here, then, 
a real party, which must be reckoned for in any forecast of the 
future. But there are two obstacles to its immediate accession, and 
the first of these lies in the very nature and character of the party 
itself. It is not one which can Resort to a coup d'Siat, Its policy 
is to hold itself in readiness, but to make no advance. It is essen¬ 
tially a party of non-compulsion. Its leaders have, as their actions 
have repeatedly proved, a sincere regard for legality and a horror of 
the <^voking civil war. The other obstacle is oh the side of the elect- 
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orate. It may be taken for (Certain tbat if ibe two biitidrcd' 
candidate who have just been elected had said to their conatitueuts: 

Vote for me, that I may go to Paris and overthrow the Republic/' 
not pne of them would have been returned. They did not lower 
their flag or conceal their preferences; but the countryi which knew 
their opinions, knew also their discretion and their impotence. I 
will go so far as to say that, if the Government will show itself 
frankly conservative, they will rapport it—a course which will do 
them infinite honour, I do not forget the 24th of May, nor yet the 
16th of May—no one can imagine it possible for me to forget them. 
But these arc ndt the same men; this is not the same party; death kas 
made terrible changes in its ranks; and circumstances are no longer 
the same, either among them or around them. 

The news of these two hundred Couservative elections has some¬ 
what diverted attention from what is happening in Paris, which 
nevertheless it is impossible to disregard. Paris has greatly changed 
since the funeral of M. Thiers, and even since that of M. Oambetta. 
Out of the thirty-eight Parisian deputies only four were elected on* 
the 4th of October. M. Lockroy, M. Ploquet, M. Anatdle de la 
Forge, and M. Brisson alone obtained the necessary-majorities. The 
scrutin de liste is so tedious and complicated a process, when it is a 
question of electing as many as thirty-eight deputies, that on the 
morning of Saturday the lOtli—six days after the election—it was 
still uncertain whether the result would be offlcially known by nigfft. 
It was a serious matter, for the law requires that a full week at the 
least should elapse between the publication of the original result and 
the repetition of the process; and hence,* if the result had not 
been obtained on Saturday, the second ballot must .have been 
postponed from Saturday the 18th to Sunday the 25th. This 
long duration of the process of continuing the votes will cost the 
city of Paris, which has to maintain the tellers, a million francs; and 
is in itself a proof of the state of confusion we arc in. On all hands 
we have committees, with no particular claim to. authority, pub¬ 
lishing their various and very difiPerent* lists, all composed of 
names one hardly knows at all, or of names one knows only too 
well, and dreads accordingly. Moderate men like M. Prdddric 
Passy allow themselves to be put forward in evil company. We 
fisd in the same list the names of Cabinet Ministers and names 
which one can only describe as those of rebels. On the day of the 
ballot tbe voters will meet in the sections, list in hand, and ask 
CBcb other, ** Do you know tfiem ? " and nobody will know more 
than' ten .or twelve of the names in any one list. Even of those, 
many will only be recognized as having figured on the benches 
of* the last Chamber. What, for instance, are the claims' of 
M. Roques de Filhol ? What services has he rendered ? Whose 
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candidate is he? Why is he selected to etand ? As to M. Basly, 
we knovr who he is. M. Basly is the aubergiste who led the strike 
of Anzin. That is his only distiuction. These gentlemen are not 
yet elected—they are as yet but candidates for election; but we 
may in any case be very sure that no member of the reactionary 
parties, nor' yet any moderate man, unless perhaps M. Passy, will 
have a chance. All our Paris Deputies will be cither Communists 
or Jladicals. It is not a pleasant ^prospect. 1 may add that they 
will not all be of the higiicst standing in the matter of intelligence 
and education. Paris is still the city which, having to choose 
between M. dc Bemusat and M. Barodet, chose M. Barodet. 

I do not dispute the gravity of the situation. It would be very 
great indeed if we were still living in the days when a revolution in 
Paris was necessarily accepted by the whole of France, The Com¬ 
mune, quite involuntarily, has done us the service of altering that. 

We thought, indeed, in 1871 and 1872, that it had done us the 
further service of ridding us for ever of those who make a trade of 
^civil war, by striking a sufficient number of their dupes to terrify the 
rest; Nbthing short of this would have b&en an adc(]uate compensa¬ 
tion for the moral and material ruin tliat it wrought. But this it did 
not do. At a certain moment it suited tlic personal policy of Gam- 
betta and his iriends, who were looking round for the means of 
supplementing their ninjorify, to recall from exile these same mis- 
clfievous and turbulent spirits, who have no other pursuit than that 
of social strife, and to grant an amnesty to those whom they had 
misled. This latter measure was, indeed, more explicable than the 
former, but it^estroyed &ll the good which was to be expected from 
a just and exemplary severity. We have now got back our whole 
personnel of revolt; and we have got them back exasperated by their 
sufferings at the galleys, uplifted in thcii; own eyes by the ovations 
which greeted their return, and persuaded that their day of vengeance 
will come. Thus, through the selhsh recklessness of a few politicians, 
the whole .value of the lesson has been lost, for which both victors 
and vanquished had paid so heavy a price. 

But one thing the amnesty could not take from us. It has been 
proved to demonstration, and that by the Commune itself, that 
henceforth a riot in Paris does not mean a revolution in France. 
Paris had accustomed the country to follow her blindfold. It hod 
taken armies to do it under the first Republic, but it had been dpne; 
by the time the Revolution was over it was an understood thing. 
The Empire, with the strong centralization it created, completed the 
work and fairly established the supremacy of a city from which every 
impulse proceeded and towards which every movement converged. 

A monarch took possession of the Tuileriqs, and France acknowledged 
her master. The Tuileries were sacked by the populace, a^d a 
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Committee installed at the HAtel de Ville; in that Committee France 
-recognized the new Government. Of course the new Government 
had thirty-five millions of enemies in the provinces; there was no 
doubt about it; but the Governmental machinery worked for it as 
it had worked for its predecessor, and the thirty-five million enemies, 
without becoming a whit less hostile, became thirty-five million 
subjects. This is the state of things from which the Commune has 
ddlivered us. It held possession of Paris for several weeks, and it 
never held possession of anytliiiig but Paris. In Paris it exercised 
the most absolute dominion; it had more guns than any insurrection 
before it had ever been able to muster; there was nothing it felt 
bound to respect, neither law nor constitution* neither compact nor 
tradition nor religion; it decreed and executed without hesitation 
coufiseations and burnings and massacres. It went sO far as to 
send out its mandates over the length and breadth of the country, 
and, foreseeing that a telegraphed order might be hardly enough to 
ensure obedience, it scut its emissaries to all the great towns to suppor| 
its commands. Yet all this notwithstandiig, it remained a purely 
Parisian insurrection, confined, besieged within the circuit of the 
fortifications; and it would not even have lasted its two months had 
not the Government been anxious to spare the innocent population 
and to put down the insurrection without destroying the city. 
Henceforward Paris is no longer France, it is only Paris. The 
general in command of a corps iVarmee who should now receive an 
order signed by General Eudes or some other imaginative leader 
would at once put by the document in a place of safety, to produce 
if a few days later before a court-martial. We may therefore regard 
a revolution 4)y insurrection as henceforth impossible. 

Even a riot, a mere Parisian riot, has become, if not impossible, 
^t least in the highest degree unlikely. The old battlefields of insur¬ 
rection no longer exist—those crowded districts with high houses 
and narrow streets, which, closed up with huge barricades, and 
bristling with guns at every window, could be turned in ft few hours 
into impregnable forti'esscs. The broad roads which have been 
opened out in every direction throughout the city, at once make it 
available for the manoeuvring of a regular army, and quite unman¬ 
ageable for partisan warfare. We have an able and resolute 
governor; we have the forces of the municipal guard, the gendar¬ 
merie of the Seine, the corps of police, and a large garrison; we have 
a ring of fortifications around us, and railways in readiness to bring 
up fresh regiments at need; we are, in fact, so thoroughly furnished 
with the .means of immediate repression as to leave no excuse to 
those who indulge their fancy with vain terrors of revolt.. 

We may add that no thought of an appeal to arms exists in the 
minds of the people. The suggestion is very rarely put forward in 
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the clubs, and when it is, it is no means intended* to awake the 
thunder of the cannon, hut only the gentler thunder/}f a little cheap 
applause—^aud even this it sometimes fails to do. Besides, the clubh 
arc not the place for it. It is in the secret societies that a rising of 
this sort is concocted ; and wc have now no secret societies. The old 
leaders know' very well that they have not a general among them>—* 
and that wc have. The populace which, up to the 4th of October, 
allowed them to go peaceably to the poll,' would not bhow the same 
indulgence if they should venture to draw the trigger. The newly# 
elected candidates of the Parisian masses, much as they are to he 
dreaded as legislators, have nothing of the rioter in them. 1 must 
admit that there are three or four of them for whom I cannot answer, 
as I know nothing whatever about them except the syllables of their 
names; but I can answer for thirty-four out of the thirty-eight, and 
it almost stands to reason that the other four will be of the same 
mind. The faubourgs arc perfectly aware of it, and like them none 
^hc less. Nobody means lighting or imagines it possible. As I 
said before, a revolution of the old sort ia out of the Question; and 
a mere rising is so improbable that it cannot reasonably be reckoned 
amohg the chances of tlie future. 

Does it follow, then, that French society is open to no attack, and 
that the present form of government may defy every effort of its 
enemies on the flight and on the Left ? Assuredly not. There is 
one.other force which may yet imperil the French llepublic aud even 
society itself. This force lies, not in the hands of this •or that 
pretender, nor of any mob of anarchists, but in those of the llepublic 
itself. Already the llepublic has made large use of it, not knowing 
what it did; and it has thereby lost much of the solidity which it 
possessed six years ago. Many wise and earnest men, who desire 
to see reform without revolution, are asking themselves in dismay 
whether this force is to he set in motion once again, at a moment 
when there is hardly a blunder left to make. 

If the Government had eyes to see, the indicatioi /s afforded by the 
action of the electorate arc this time plain enough to guide it. Ou 
the one hand there is a strong movement in the direction of moderate 
ideas; on the other hand, there is a distinct though a *much less 
massive movement in the direction of extreme ideas. Now a Gpveru- 
ment is necessarily bound to attach itself tp that side which brings 
it an accession of strength—‘the moderate side, and to avoid that 
side which threatens to weaken it—the side of extravagance; Again, 
looking at it from another point of view, we find that the elections 
give proof of a general and deep-seated uneasiness. The Government 
may he sure of the adhesion of the country in setting aside all thbse 
questions which simply tend to increase this - uneasiness, an^ in 
endeavouring by every means in their power to further the resump* 
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tion of business and to.reIieTe the depression of industry and agri¬ 
culture. Once started on this path, it will have the country with 
it; and Parliament, notwithstanding the equivocal position in which 
the elcctidhs have placed it, will have no choice but to follow. 

But will it enter on this path? If it does, all is well for a Ipngi 
while to come. But I fear that it will do just the contrary. I am 
not speaking in particular of M. Brisson's Ministry; I am speaking of 
the Ministry, whether his or aby other, which is to be the flnkl 
•upsliot of the efforts at present being made by the party Jeaders. 
M. Paul Bert has already spoken the word by which all may be 
lost: "We must give the helm a turn to the left.” To forsake 
your own programme in order to approximate to that of the IrrecoU' 
cilables—this can only mean an attempt to reinforce your majority 
by catching the votes of the Irrcconcilables. M. Paul Bert belongs 
to the Opportunist school, for whom the art of government consists 
in obeying the majority of voters during the elections and the majority 
of deputies during the session. This may be in conformity with 
the spirit of, universal suffrage; but universal suffrage, thus carried 
out, completely sacrifices capacity to mere multitude. It creates a 
million-headed tyrant, against whom there is no resource, no appeal^ 
no right even of remonstrance. It is not the art of government, 
hut the art of suicide. Instead of having a Minister who leads the 
majority, wc have a majority thinking and deciding for the minister. 

Now the parliamentary majority begins at the benches where 
M. Kibot, M. Germain and M. Pliilippoteaux used to sit, and ends 
at those over which M. Clumenccau exercises his Irreconcilable 
sovereignty. It is a good way from the top to tiic bottom; there is 
room between the two for several republics. In addition to the 
difference of opinion between the Republicans down below and the 
Republicans up above, there is also the difference of character. 
Hitherto, the character of the Moderates lias been accommodating; the • 
character of M. Clcmenccau and his friends has been uncompromising. 
These two words explain the whole situation. M. Glcmenceau 
has plenty of talent, hut he is the only member of his party that 
has. Or let us add, for justice^ sake, M. Camille Pclletan. Tliat makes 
two; there is no third. As to their theory of government, it would 
nped to be applied for hut' one single hour for every one to see the 
hopelessness of it. On the lower benches, on the contrary, there ia 
knowledge, experience, foresight, wisdom; but with all this, a spirit 
of compliance which approaches timidity, and is even not far removed 
from cowardice. The Moderates know that the Government wants 
force, hut they have not themselves the force to carry out their con¬ 
victions. The wishes of the Radicals are wild enough, but at any 
rate they stick to them. Do what it will, the Government may 
count* on ike sorrowing fidelity of the Moderates; what it wants is 
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the support of the Irreconcilables, aod as the Irreconcilables never 
giVe way, it has to give way to them, or go without their votes. 
In this way a majority of 380, composed of more than 300 members 
who arc always ready to yield, and fifty members who neVer yield at 
all, is. practically a majority of 300 victims and fifty oppressors. 
The conscqilcnce is that, under the pretext of blind obedience to the 
majority, the majority is always being trampled on. It is hardly 
likely that M. Clemcnceau should fake the trouble to stir up a riot. 
It is not even necessary for him to make a speech. To make himt 
self master of the situation, he has nothing to do hut sit quietly in 
his place. 

Such is the outcome of the Opportunist theory. It suppresses 
the executive, by placing it at the mercy, not, as it professes, of 
the majority itself, but of the uncompromising section of the 
majority. 

Whereupon, this is what happens; a handful of Radicals command 
the majority, which commands the Ministry, wliich governs France. 
All this is done under the shelter of the Constitution; but it 
really is the Constitution -of 1793—a single Chamber, governing 
through its Committees. 

In proportion as the situation develops, it will become more and 
more evident that it is so. And this is why I maintain that the 
Republic is preparing to die by its own hand if it turns the helm 
towards the Extreme Left. The Republic must stand or fall by her 
own act. Either her moderation must save her, or her extravagances 
must destroy her. All other perils arc purely imaginary. 

Juus Simon. 



RECENT OBSERVATIONS ON THE. HABITS 
OF ANTS, BEES AND WASPS. 


O NE of tlie most interesting questions connected with the instincts 
and powers of animals lias reference to the manner in which 
they find their way back after having been carried to a distance from 
home. This has by some been attributed to the possession of a 
special sense of direction.'^ 

On this subject Mr. Darwin suggested that it would be interesting 
to try the efiect of putting animals in a circular box with an axle^ 
which could be made to revolve very rapidly, first in one direction 
and then in another, so as to destroy for a time all sense of direction 
in the insects. 1 have sometimes,he said, imagined that 
animals tqay feel in which direction they were at the first start 
carried.^' In fact, in parts of France it is considered that if a cat 
is carried from one house to another in a bag, and the bag 
is whirled round aud round, the cat loses her direction and cannot 
return to her old home. 

On this subject M. Fabre has made some interesting and amusing 
experiments. He took 10 bees (Chalicodoma), marked them 
in the usual manner with a spot of white, and put them in a bag. 
He then carried them half a kilometre in one direction, stopping at ' 
a point where a cress stands by the w'ayside, and whirled the 
bag rapidly round his head. While he was doing so a good woman 
came'by, who was not a little surprised to find the aged professor 
standing in front of the cross solemnly whirling a bag round his 
bead, and, M. Eabre fears, strongly suspected him of some satanic . 
practice. However this may be, having sufficiently whirled his bees, 
M. Fabre started off back in the opposite direction, and carried his 
prisoners to a distance from their home of 3 kilometres. Here he 
again whirled them round, and then let them go one by one.' '(hey 
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made one or two turns round him. and then flew off in the direction 
of home. In the meanwhile his daughter Antonia was on the 
watch. The first bee did the mile and three-quarters in a quarter of 
an hour. Some hours after two more returned^ the other seven did 
not reappear. 

The next day he repeated this experiment—of course with different 
bees. The first returned in five minutes, and two more in about an 
hour. In this casC; again^ 3 out of *10 found their way home. 

In his next experiment he took 49 bees. When let out a few 
started wrong, but he says that " lorsque la rapidite du vol me laisse 
reponnaitre la direction,the great majority flew homewards. The 
first arrived in 1.^ minutes. In an hour and a half 11 had returned, 
in 6 hours (5 more, making 17 out of 49. Again he experimented 
with 20, of which 7 found their way home. In the next experiment 
he took the bees rather further—to a distance of about 2^ miles. 
In an hour and a half 2 had returticd, in three hours and* a half 
7 more; total, 9 out of 40. Lastly he took 30 bees; 15 marked rose 
ho took by a roundabout route of over 5 miles; the other 15 marked 
blue he sent straight to the rendezvous, about ll miles from home. 
All the 30 were let out at noon ; by 5 in the evening 7 " rose ” bees 
and C “ blue ” bees had returned, so that the long detour had made 
no appreciable difference. These experiments seem to M. Fabrc 
conclusive. La demonstration,” he says, '' est suffisante. Ni les 
mouvements eiiehcvetres d\mc rotation comme jc I’ai decrite; ni 
Tobstacle do collincs h franehir et de hois h traverser; ni les 
embdehes d'unc voie qui s\'ivance, retrograde et revient par un ample 
circuit, nc peuveut troubler les Chalicodomes depayses et les 
emp^cher de revenir au nid.”^. 

I am not ashamed to confess that, charmed by M. 'Fabre's 
enthusiasm, dazzled by his eloquence and ingenuity, I was at first 
disposed to adopt this view. Calmer consideration, however, led me 
to doubt, and though M. Fabre^s observations arc most ingenious; 
and are very amusingly described, they do not carry conviction to 
my mind. - There are two points specially to be considered— 

1, The direction taken by the bees when released. 

2. The success of the bees in making good their return home. 

As regards the first point, it will be observed that the succesafal 
bees were in the following proportion, viz.— 

3 out of 10 

4 10 

17 49 

7 20 

9 40 

7 15 

or altogether 47 „ 144. 

* Souvemrs EntomologiqueB,’’ p. 119. By T. H. Fabre. 
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This is not a very large proportion. Qat of the whole number no 
less than 97 appear to have lost their way. May not the 47 have found 
theirs by sight or by accident? Instinct, however inferior to reason, 
has the advantage of being generally unerring. When two out of thr^ 
bees went wrong, we may, I think, safely dismiss the idea of instinct 
Moreover, the distance from hotne was only to 2 piiles. ^ow, 
bees certainly know the country for some distance rounds their home; 
how far they generally forage 1 Relieve we have no cerlain informa¬ 
tion, hnt it seems not unreasonable to suppose that if they once came 
within a mile of their nest they would find themselves within ken of 
some familiar landmark. Now, if we suppose that 150 bees are let 
out 2 miles from home, and that they flew away at random, dis¬ 
tributing themselves equally in all directions, a little consideration 
will show that some 30 of them would find themselves within a mile 
of home, and consequently would know where they were. I 
never myself experimented with Chalicodomas, but 1 have observed 
that if a hive bee is taken to a distance she behaves as a pigeon does 
under similar circumstances; that is to say, she Hies round and 
round, gradually rising, higher and higher and enlarging her circle, 
until 1 suppose her strength fails or she comes within sight of some 
known object. Again, if the bees had returned by a sense of direction 
they would have bccu back in a few minutes. To fly 1| or 2 miles 
would not take 5 minutes; one bee out of the 147 did it in that 
time, but the others took 1, 2, 3, or even 5 hours. Surely, 

then, it is reasonable to suppose that these lost some time before 
they came in sight of any object known to them. The second result 
of M. Fabre's observations is not open to these remarks. Jle observes 
that the great majority of his Chalicodomas at onc^took the direc¬ 
tion home. He confesses, in the sentence I have already quoted, 
that it is not always easy to follow bees wich the eye. Admitting 
the fact, however, it seems to me far from impossible that the bees 
knew where they were; and at any rate this docs not seem so 
improbable that we should be driven to admit the existence of a new 
sense, which we ought only to assume as a last resource. 

But M. Fabre himself says, '' lorsque la rapidite du vol me laisse 
reconnaitre la direction," which seems to imply a doubt. Moreover, 
some years previously he had made a similar experiment with the 
same species, but taking them direct to a point rather over 2 miles 
(4 kilometres) from the nest, and not whirling them round hia head, ' 
1 looked back therefore to his previous work to see how these 

behaved, and I find he says (p. 305)— 

« 

“ Aussitot fibres, lea CHalicodomes fuient, comme effure*s, qui dans une 
direction, qui dans la direction tout opposde. Autant que lo permet lour vol 
.fouguenx, je crois ndanmoins reconnaitre un prompt retour. des abeilles 
lantees k fappos^ do leua demeure, et la majority me semble Se diriger du 
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coi6 dc rhorizon ou sc trouve le nld. Je laisse ce poi^it avec des doutes, 
que rcndcnt inevitables des insectes perdus do vue a une riogtaine do mMres 
de distance/’ 

f 

In this case some went in one direction, some in another. It 
certainly would he remarkable if bees whi(^ were taken direct 
missed their way, while those which were whirled round and round 
went straight^home. 

Moreover, it appears that after alk they did not fly straight home. 
If they had done so they would have been back in three or*four 
minutes, whereas they took far longer. Even then if they-started 
in the right direction, it is clear that they did not fly straight home. 

1 have myself tried experiments of the same kind with hive bees and 
ants. For instance, I took 40 ants which were feeding ou some 
honey, and put them down on a gravel-path about 50 yards from 
the nest, and in the middle of a square 18 in. in diameter which I 
marked out on the path by straws. They wandered about with 
every appearance of having lost tbcmselvc^, and crossed the 
boundary in all directions. I marked down where they left the 
square and then took them near the nest, which they joyfully 
entered. Two of them, however, wc watched for an hour each. 
They meandered about, and at the end of the time one was about 

2 ft. from where she started, hut scarcely any nearer home; the 
other about 6 ft. away and nearly as much farther from home, 

I prepared a corresponding square on paper and having indicated 
by the arrow the direction of the nest, I marked down the spot 
whsre each ant passed the boundary. They crossed it in all 
directions, and if the square were divided into two halves, one 
towards the nest and one aw'ay from it, the number in each were 
almost exactly the same. 

One of tlic most interesting questions in connection with instinct 
arises from the remarkable habit of certain solitary wasps (Sphex and 
Ammophila). The Ammophila, for instance, having built her cell, 
places iu it as food for her young a full-grown larva of Noctua 
segetum. Now if the larva were uninjured, it wJuld struggle to 
escape and almost inevitably destroy the egg, nor would it permit 
itself to be eaten; ou the other hand, if it were killed it would 
decay and become unfit for food. ' The insect, however, avoids both 
horns of this dilemma. Having found her prey, she pierces with 
her sting the membrane between the head and the first segment of 
the body, thus nearly disabling the caterpillar, and then proceeds to 
inflict eight more wounds between the following segments; lastly 
crashing the head and thus completely paralysing her victim, but not 
actually killing it; so that it lies helpless and motionless, but, though 
* living, let ps hope insensible. Now M, Fabre argues that this 
remarkable instinct cannot have been gradually acquired, • 
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The sj>ots selected arc exactly those occupied by the ganglia. No 
othets among the innumerable points which might hare been chosen 
would hare answered the purposp; not one Vound was misplaced or 
thrown away. M. Fabre truly observes that chance could not ex¬ 
plain the difficulty.* 1ft he says, the insect ‘'cxcelle dans art, e'est 
qu’il est done, non seulcment d'outils, mais encore de la maui^re de 
s'en servir. - Et ce don est origincl, parfait des le debut; le passe 
n’y a rien ajoute, I’avcnir ny ajoutcra rien, Tel il etait, tel iPest. 
et tel il sera.'^ The problem is certainly one of great difficultyi and 
it is.with diffidence that I u'ould suggest to M. Fabre certain con¬ 
siderations which may perhaps throw some light on it. Let us 
examine sonic of the other solitary wasps and see whether their 
habits may aflbrd us any clue. That an animal of prey knows where 
its victim is most vulnerable, has not in itself anything unusual dr 
unaccountable. The genus Bembex kills the insects on which its 
young are led, and supplies the cell with a fresh victim from time 
to time. Eumenes like Amraophila and Spex stores up the victims 
once for all. They arc grievously wounded, but nut altogether 
paralysed. Here, then, wc have the very condition which M. Fabre 
considers would be fatal to the tender egg of the wasp. But not 
necessarily so. The wretched caterpillars lie iu a wriggling mass at 
the bottom of the cell; a clear space is left above them, and from 
the summit of the cell the delicate egg is suspended by a fine thread, 
so that even if touched by a caterpillar iu one of its convulsive 
struggles it would simply^ swing away in safety. When the young 
grub is hatched, it suspends ifsclf to this thread by a silken sheath 
in which it hangs licad downw'ards over its victims. Docs one of 
them struggle, quick as lightning it retreats up th(^ tube out of 
harm’s way. In Odyncrus the arrangement is very similar, but the 
grub.simply attaches itself to the support and docs not construct a 
tube. Moreover, while in the solitary bees and wasps the laying 
of the,egg is generally the final operation before the closing of the 
cell, in Odynerus, on the contrary, or at least iu Odyncrus reniforrais, 
the egg is laid before tlic food is provided. This perhaps 'may have 
reference to the different condition of the victims. 

At present the Ammophibi supplies each cell with one large 
caterpillar; but was this-always so? One species of Ody^prus 
deposits in etfeh cell no less than twenty-four victims, another 
only eight. Eumenes Amedei regulates tlic number according to 
the sex : ten for the female grub, five only for the snjaller male. 

Is it then impossible that the ancestors of our present Ammophilas 
in far bygone ages Inay have fed their youug from day to (ley ^Ith 
fresh food, as Bembex does even now j that they may then have 
gradually stored up provisions, choosing small and weak victims; and 
laying the egg in a special part of the cell, as Eumenes does ? That 
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during these long ages they may have gradually learnt the spots where 
their sting would be most effective, and thus saving themselves'the 
•trouble of capturing a number of victims, have found that it was less 
trouble to select a fine fat common caterpillar of Nootua 8egetum> 
and so have gradually acquired their present Habits. Wotiderful 
doubtless they are; but, though I hint the suggestion with^ all defer¬ 
ence, such a sequence does not seem to me to present any insuperable 
difficulty. That instincts are modifiable by change of circumstances 
cannot, I think, be doubted. M. Fabrc, indeed, regards instinct as 
something invariable and unalterable. But innumerable cas^ might 
be quoted to show that this is not so. Eumenes pomiformis builds, 
as already mentioned, a cell in the open air. If attached to a broad 
base,‘^'Cest un dome avee goulot central, evasc en embouchure 
d'lirnc. Mais quand I’appui se reduit h un point, sur un ramcau 
d^arbuste par excmplc, le nid de^dent une capsule spherique, sur- 
moutee toujours d'lin goulot, bicn entendu/^* 

I may quote another interesting case from the same cxcelldht 
observer. In a previous paper he has dcsciibcd the habits of Sjihex 
flavipennis. This species, which provisions its nest with small grass¬ 
hoppers, when it returns to the cell leaves the grasshopper outside, 
and goes down for a moment to sec that all is right. During her 
absence ^I. Fabrc moved the grasshopper a little. Out came the 
Sphex, soon found her victim, drugged it to the mouth of the cell, and 
though she had just been down again left her prey as usual, and>went 
alone into the coll. Agein M. Fabrc moved the grasshopper, the 
wasp found it, dragged it to the cell, and loft it as before. Again 
usd again M. Fabrc moved the grasshopper, but every time the Sphex' 
did exactly tht same thing, until M. Fabrc was tired out. All the 
insects of this colony had the same curious habit; but on trying the 
same experiment with a Sphex of the following year, after two or 
three disappointments the Sphex learnt wisdom by experience, and 
carried the grasshopper diredtly down into the cell. 

Perhaps, however, it may be asked why should the insect change 
its habit? Several reasons might be suggested.' The prey first 
selected might be exterminated, or at any rate diminish in numbers, 
and though each species as a general rule confines itself to one special 
victipn, some exceptions have already bccxi noticed. For instance, 
Sphex fiavipenuis habitually preys on a species of gi^sshopper, but 
on the banks of the Rhone M. Fabre found it, on the contrary,' 
attacking a field cricket, whether from the absence of the grass¬ 
hopper or not he was unable to determine. 

In considering the question whether these 'remarkable instincts * 
were purposely (so to say) engrafted in the insect, or whether they 
were the result of innumerable repetitions of similar actions carried 
• “ Xoaveaux Souvenirs Entoznologiquea,” p. 66. By T. H. Fabre. 
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only, bj a long Beries of ancestors, we may perhaps be aided by the 
consid^ation that though the reaults would in either case be in many 
respecti the same, there are some in which they would altogether, 
differ. In the former, for instance, we might expect that thex insect 
, would be so gifted that no slight obstacle should interfere with the 
great end in view: in the latter, on the contrary, the ve^ repetition 
which gave such remarkable results would tend to incapacitate the 
insect from dealing with any unusual conditions. 

'We should, in fact, find side by side with these Wonderful instincts* 
almost equally Surprising evidence of stupidity. Now one species of 
Sphex preys on a large grasshopper (Ephippigera), Having disabled 
her victim by one antenna, M. Fabre found that if the antennae 
be cut off close to the head, the Sphex, after trying in vain to get a 
grip, gives the matter up as a bad job, and leaves her victim in 
despair, without ever thinking of dragging it by one of its legs. 
Again, when a Sphex had provisioned her cell, laid her egg, and was 
about to close it up, M. Fabre drove her away, and took out the 
Ephippigera and the egg. lie then allowed the Sphex to return;, 
she went down into the empty cell, and though she must have known 
that the grasshopper and the egg were no longer there, yet she pro¬ 
ceeded calmly to stop up the orifice just as if nothing had happened. 

The genus Sphex paralyses its victims and provisions its cell once 
for all. Bembex, on the contrary, as already mentioned, kills the. 
insects on which its young are to feed, and, perhaps on this account, 
brings its young fresh food (mainly flies) from time to time. But 
while the Bembex thus preys on some dies, there are others which 
avenge their order. The genus Miltogramma lays its eggs in the 
cells of the Bembex; and though there seems no reason why the 
Bembex, which is by far the stronger insect, should tolerate this 
intrusion, which, moreover, she shows unmistakably to be most un¬ 
palatable, she never makes any attack on her enemy. Nay, when 
the young of the Miltogramma arc liatchcd, so far from being killed 
or removed, these entomological cuckoos are actually fed until 
they reach maturity. Nevertheless it seems contrary to etiquette 
for the fly to enter the cell of the Bembex; she watches the oppor¬ 
tunity when the latter is in the cell and is dragging down the victim. 
Then is the Miltogramipa’s opportunity; she pounces on the victim, 
and almost instantaneously lays on it two or three eggs, which are 
then transferred, with the insect on which they are to feed, to 
the cell. 

It is remarkable how the Bembex remembers (if one may use such 
a word) the entrance to her cell, covered as it is with sand, exactly 
to our eyes like that all round. Yet she never makes a mistake or 
loses her way. On the other band, M. Fabre found that if be 
removed the surface of the earth and the passage, exposing the cell 
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and tlie larva^ the Bemhex vos quite at a loUj aud did not eTen . 
recognize her ovn offspring. It seems ae if she knew the d«6r^ the 
nursery^ and the passagCi but not her child. 

Another ingenious experiment of M. Fabre's was made with Chali- 
codoma. This genus is enclosed in an earthen cell^ throogh which 
at maturity the young insect cats its way. M. Fabre found that if 
he pasted a piece of paper round the cell the insect had no difficulty ’ 
in eating through it; but if he eu9lo3ed the cell in a paper case^ so 
that there was a space even of only a few lines between the cell and 
the paper, in that case the paper formed an effectual prison. The 
instinct of the insect taught it to bite through one enclosure, but it 
had not wit enough to do so a second time. 

One of the most striking instances of stupidity (may I say) is 
given by M. Fabre (p. 163) in the case of one of bis favourite bees, the 
Chalicodoma pyrcnaica. This species builds cells of masonry, which 
she fills with honey as she goes on, raising the rim a little, then 
making a few journeys for honey, then raising the rim again, and so 
on until the cell is completed. She then prepares a last load of 
mortar, brings it in her mandibles, lays her egg aud immediately 
closes up the cell; having doubtless provided the mortar beforehand, 
lest during her absence an enemy should destroy the egg or any 
parasitic insect should gain admittance. This being so, M. Fabre 
.chose a cell which*was all but finished, and during the absence of 
the bee he broke away part of the cell-covering. Again, in . some 
half-finished cells he broke away a little of the wall. In all these 
cases the bee, as might be expected, repaired the mischief, the opera¬ 
tion being in the natural order of her work. But now comes the 
curious fact. In another series of cells M. Fabre pierced a hole in 
the cell below the part where the bee was working, and through 
which the honey at once began to exude. The poor stupi^ little 
bee, however, never thought of repairing the breach. She worked 
on as if nothing had happened. In her alternate journeys she 
brought first mortar and then honey, which, however, ran out again 
as fast as it was pouredrin. ‘This experiment hj repeated over and 
over again, and with various modifications in detail, but always with 
the same result. It maybe suggested that possibly the bee was 
unable to stop up a hole once formed. But that could not have 
been the case. M. Fabre took one of the pellets of mortar brought 
by the bee, and successfully stopped the hole himself. The omission 
therefore was due, not to a want of power, but of intellect, ^ut 
M. Fabre carried his experiment still further. Perhaps the bee had 
not noticed the injury. He chose therefore a cell which was only just 
begun and contained very little honey. In this he made a com¬ 
paratively large hole. The bee returned with a supply of honey, 
and, seeming much surprised to find the hole' in the bottom of the 
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cell, examined it carefully^ felt it with her anteniue, and even pushed 
them through it. Did she then, as nnight naturally have been 
expected, stop it up? Not a bit. The unexpected ^tastrophe 
transcended the range of her intellect, and she calmly preceded to 
pour into this vessel of Danais load after load of honey, which of 
course ran out of the bottom as fast as she poured it in at the top.; 
All the afternoon she laboured at this fruitless task, and rogan again 
undiscouraged the next morning. ^ At length, when she had brought 
the usual complement of honey, she Jaid her egg, and gravely sealed 
up the empty cell. In another case he made a large hole in the 
cell above the level of the honey : a hole so large that through it he 
could see the bee lay her egg. Having done so she carefully closed 
the top of the cell, but though she closely examined the hole in the 
side, it did not enter into the range of her ideas that such an accident 
could take place, and it never occurred to her to cover it up* 
Another curious point raised by these ingenious experiments has 
reference to the quantity of honey, ^he cell is by no means filled t 
a space is always left between the honey and the roof of the cell. 

* The usual depth of the honey in a completed cell is 10 millimetres. 
But the bee is not guided by this measurement, for in the preceding 
cases she sometimes dosed the cell when the honey had a depth of 
5 millimetres, of 3, or even when the cell was quite empty. • No; in 
some mysterious manner the bee feels when she has provided as much 
honey as her ancestress had done before Jier, and regards her work 
as accomplished. What a wonderful, but what a narrow, nature! 
She hns built the cell and provided the honey; but there her instinct 
stops: if the cell is pierced, if the honey is removed, it does not 
occur to her to repair the one or fill up the other. M. Fabre not 
unnaturally asks: *—" Avec la moindro lucur rationnelle, Tiuseqte 
deposerait-il son ocufs sur le tiers, sur le dixieme ‘dcs vivres 
ndeessaires; le d^poserait-il dans une cellule vide; laisserait-il le 
nourrisson sans nourriture, incroyable aberration dc la matemite? 
J*ai reconte, que le lecteur di^cidc.'^ 

M. Adlerz has written a very interesting paper on the curious 
species Stenamma Westwoodii. This little ant lives with the Horse 
Ants, following them when they change their nest, running about 
among them and between their legs, tapping them inquisitively 'w^th , 
their aiftenum, and even sometimes climbing on to their backs, as if 
for a ride, while the large ants seem to take little notice of them. 

1 have ventured to sbggest they almost seem to be the dogs or the 
cats of the ants. As every one knows, the ants possess the 
interesting feature of comprising two or more kinds of females— 
the queens or perfect females, and the workers, of which again there 
are in some cases two« or even more distinct forms. The males, 
*‘lT(mrea.ux Souvenirt Entomologiques,” p. 177., By T. H. Fabro. 

vv 2 
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however, in all the ordinary species of ants are all alike, and are 
in almost every case winged. M. Adlerz, hd#ever, hsA found 
that in ^tenamma, besides the winged males, there are others 
which,' though functionally perfect, do not possess wings. There 
are in fact not only two distinct forms of the female, hut also of 
the male. ^ The wingless males, however, do not, any more than 
those with wings, take au^ part in household duties. The wingless 
form had already been observed,^ but in the absence of complete 
information it had been regarded as a different species. 

These observations of M. Adlerz have rendered it probable that 
Ponera androgyua, which had been supposed to be a hermaphrodite 
form of P. punctatissiraa, is really in the same way a wingless but 
perfect male. 

M. Adlerz confirms the statements of previous observers that 
the large F. rufa take no notice whatever, of their little com¬ 
panions. It almost seems as if the latter were provided, with caps 
of invisibility. Once or twjce only he saw a F. rufa touch a 
Stenamma, as if aware of its presence. In fact, the relation 
between the two species still remains involved in much obscurity. 
Nor is it known on what the Stenamma feed. M. Adlerz never 
observed them to leave the nest, nor would they touch any of the 
delicacies which he offered them. Meanwhile the community 
nourished, and the larvm grew rapidly. A dark suspicion naturally 
arises that the Stenamma fe^ on the larva) of the Horse Ants, but 
there is as yet no direct evidence against them, and as the Horse 
Ants have nut attacked them, as one would in such a case naturally 
expect they would, we must give them the benefit of the doubt. It 
is evident tlfat there is here a very interesting subject for further 
study. 

Dr. Blockmann has published some observations on the formations 
of new nests, about which wc had no certain knowledge until I 
succeeded in keeping two females of Myrmica which successfully 
brought up a family. McCook confirmed this by similar observa¬ 
tion with Campouutus, and Dr. Blockmann Las now repeated the 
same experience. 

The anterior segment of the abdomen in tbe Formicidse sepa¬ 
rated from the rest and is known as the '' knot.'' In the Myrmicidm 
the two first segments are thus detached, so that there are two 
knots." Some years ago 1 ventured to connect the existence of a 
second knot among the Myrmicidee with their {>ower of stinging, an 
advantage which tbe Formicidse do not possess; suggesting that 
''though the principal mobility of the abdomen is given in the 
former, as in the latter, by the joint between the metathorax and 
the knot, still the second segment of the pedpncle must increase the 
flexibility, which would seem to be a special advantage to those 
species which have a sting." 



THE HABITS OF ANTS, BEES AND WASPS. 629 

1 felt myself, however, bound in candour to admit that the genus 
(Ecophylla; which has only one "knot,"'was said to possess a stin^; 
which of course would be an objection, though not, 1 thought, an 
insuperable'objection, to my theory. M. Forel, however, has pointed 
out that the statement as regards (Ecophylla is really incorrect, and 
that the sting in that genus is really rudimentary as in the other, 
Forinicidae. 

• 

When we consider the immense number of ants in a nest, amount* 
ing in some cases to over 50()/XX), it is a most remarkable fact that 
they all know one another. If a stranger, even belonging to the 
same species, is placed among them, she is at once attacked and 
driven out of the nest. Nay more, I have found that they remem¬ 
ber their friends even after more than a year's separation. This is 
not by any sign or pass-word, because even if rendered intoxicated, 
so as to be utterly insensible, they arc still recognized. As regards 
the mode of recognition, Mr. McCook considers that it is by scent, 
and states that if ants arc more or less soaked in water, they are no 
longer recognized by tbeir friends, but are attacked. Ho mentions 
a cose in which an ant fell accidentally into some water; 

“ She remained in the liquid several moments and crept out of it. Immedi¬ 
ately she was seized in a hostile manner, first by one, then another, then by a 
third;, the two antennas and one leg were timsheld. A fourth ant assaulted 
the middle thorax and petiole. The poor little bather was thus dragged help¬ 
lessly to and fro for a long time, and was evidently ordained to death. 
Presently I took up tlio struggling heap. Two of the assailants kept their 
hold: one finally dropped, the other I could not tear loose, and so put the 
pair back upon the tree, leaving tlic doomed immersionist to her hard fate.*' 

His attention having been called to this he noticed ^vcrul other 
cases, always with the same result. I have not myself been able to 
repeat the observation with the same species, but with two at least 
of oUr native ants the results were exactly reversed. In one case 
five specimens of Lasius uiger fell into water and remained immersed 
for three hours. 1 then took them out and put them into a buttle to 
recover themselves. The following morning I allowed them to return. 
They were received as friends, and though wc w^tchcd them <)’om 
7.30 tjjl 1.30 every hour there was not the slightest sign of hostility. 
The nest was moreover placed in a closed box so that if any ant were 
killed we could inevitably find the body, and no ant died. In this 
ease therefore it is -clear that the immersion did not prevent them 
from being’recognized. Again, three specimens of Formica fusca 
dropped into water. After three hours' I took them out, and after 
keeping them by themselves for the night to recover, I put them 
hack in the nest. They were unquestionably received as friends, 
without the slightest sign of hostility or even of doubt. I must, 
however, repeat these experiments, returning the ants at once into 
the nest. 

Not the lekst interesting fact which has resulted from my observa- 
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tions has been the unexpected longevity of these interesting insects. 
The general opinion used to be that they lived for a single season, 
like ivasps, Aristotle long ago stated that queen-bees live for six 
and some even for seven years. Bevan, however, observes that ** the 
notions of both ancients and moderns upon this subjeet have been 
purely conjectural. Indeed, it appears to be somewhat doubtful 
whether the length of life which the former seem to have attributed 
to individual bees was not meant to apply to the existence of each 
bee-community." 

The nests, however, which I have devised have enabled me to 
throw considerable light on this question. The queen ants are so 
easily distinguished from the workers that they can be at once 
identified, while, if a nest be taken in which there is no queen, we 
can satisfy ourselves as to the workers, because, though it is true \ 
that workers do sometimes lay eggs, those eggs invariably produce 
male ants. Ilcnce, in such a case, the duration of the nest gives us 
the age of the workers; at least they cannot be younger, though, of 
course, they may be older. In this way I have kept, workers of 
Lasius niger and h'ormica fusca for more than seven years. But 
what is more remarkable still, I liavc now two queens of the latter 
species which I have kept ever since 1874, and which, as they were then 
full-grown, must now be ndarly twelve years old. They laid fertile 
again tliia year, a fact the interest of which physiologists will 
recognize.. Although a little stiff in the joints, and less active than 
they once were, they arc still strong and well, and I hope I may 
still keep them in health for some time to come. I need not say 
that I shall do my best; but I hope that the interest I feel in them 
myself may not have tempted me to trespass loo long on the kind¬ 
ness and indulgence of my readers. 

John Lvdbook, 
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I N no part of Great Britain has the extension of the franchise 
been BO stimulative to agrarian agitation as in the Westem 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland. One of the first results has 
been a widespread resolve, endorsed at scores of meetings amongst 
•crofters and labourers throughout the northernmost counties^ to oppose 
all landlord candidates, no matter how liberal their promises or 
how excellent their individual reputation. I do not mention this fact 
as affording any certain prognostic of the results of the coming 
• elections, but rather as indicating the temper of«the people* who 
suffer most under the present land system. Thera is something 
touching in the simplicity with which the new voters, ignoring all 
financial difficulties, all social inffuenecs, and all official caprices 
about polling-places, imagino that they have only to nominate the 
right man in order to secure a representative after their own hearts. 
When we sec the young master of an elementary school put forward 
solely because of his patriotic ardour and popular talents, to wrest 
u scat from the noble heir of nearly a whole county, we are tempted 
-to be as incredulous as the camp of Israel when the unknown 
shepherd-boy offered to dispose of Goliath. We may indeed he 
inclined to say with Saul, “ Go, and the Lord he with thee.” But 
we reflect that the ago of miracles is past, and we are uncomfort¬ 
able about the possible cousequeuces of defeat. For if, after p^l the 
agitation amongst the crofters and all their valiant resolutions, the 
‘ representation of Northern Scotland should he unchanged, or should 
become more Conservative, there will he plenty of men in high 
places to point to the result as a proof that demaud for reform 
has been greatly exagger&ted. At any ratefthe impulse to fresh 
legislaticfti will have lost half its force.* But,jDn the other hand, the 
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result amongst the people themselves will be an aggravation of their 
discontent by disappointment. And if forest laws should be harshly 
enforced or evictions take place during the 'coming year, there will 
be more than one bad quarter of an hour in store for any Oiivern- 
ment that may be in power.- It is to be hoped, therefore, that the 
fortunes of 'the crofters will not be wholly dependent upon their 
inexperienced management of elections. It will be more their mis- 
foriuno than their fault if they have now to learn, in the first 
oxbrcise of their new powers, that a good cause and an earnest pur¬ 
pose are not in themselves infallible guarantees of success. Let 
them experience the benefit of membership in one united common¬ 
wealth by finding that their wrongs arc recognized as the wrongs of 
the whole people, and that their deliverance is felt to be essential ta 
the welfare of the whole nation. 

Urged by such considerations I venture to offer the rcaclera 
of the CoNTEMFoiiARY Heview some observations on the present 
condition of the crofter question. During the past summer I have 
had very good opportunities of studying the subject in parts of Rosa 
and Inverness where typical cases arc numerous. Previous and 
more general excursions through Northern Scotland and the Isles, 
from Shetland to Oban, together with a careful reading and re¬ 
reading of the Commissioners* Report and all other accessible 
literature, will, I hope, prevent too ready a generalization from special 
instances. Biif where you can get really typical examples, they are 
often more instructive tlian any amount of general statistics. Here I 
may as well deprecate misunderstanding by the acknowledgment, very 
sincerely mndc>«that, so far as my experience goes, grievances in the 
Highlands, as elsewhere, arc attributable far more to law and 
custom than to men. It is true of course that law and custom are 
made by men. But then they are made by many generations, made 
for the most part with but little prevision, and under the'stress of 
circumstance. For the evils that result it is often impossible to bold 
any particular men morally responsible. Individual fault begins 
only where there is a selfish and obstinate resistance needful 
remedies. Such a temper may of course exist here and there amongst 
Highland landlords. All I have to say is, that it has not come 
within the range of my observation. Although I can understand, 
and to a certain extent even sympathize with, the disposition of 
croftefs to boycott **—in a political sense only—'-all landlord candi¬ 
dates, I am bound to confess that from such landlords and factors 
as I have met I have heard the heartiest expressions of sympathy * 
with the complaining people, and the most earnest desires for a. 
better state of things all round. Of course, when details of proposed 
reforms are discussed, the difference between the points of view 
natural to owner and occupier become very apparent. The difference 
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is so irreducible that one side or other will have to give way, and I 
shall not conceal my conviction as to which side it. ought to be. In 
this sense and to this degree it is useless to deny that there is a con- 
flict of classes which must he fought out. But while we may hold* 
that the issue is one which need never have been raised if former 
generations of Highland landlords had not imitated 4he profitable 
encroachments of their southern brethren on the co-ordinate rights 
of landworkers, we may with perfect consistency respect those of the 
present day who fight fairly for what they think their equitable 
claims. 

Blit whatever concessions we may freely make as to the personal 
motives actuating the defence of untenable positions, the more 
plainly every one speaks about the substantial question at issuo the 
better it will be in the cud. The late Lord Advocate’s Bill would 
have been very ineffectual if it had been passed. But though no 
laud reformers have wept over it, we arc not to suppose that its 
abandonment has left matters just where they were before. The one 
damning defect in that Bill, the fault that would have killed it even 
if Mr. Gladstone had remained in power, was the absence of any 
provision for giving the crofters more land. To this Mr. D. H. Mac- 
farlane called attention in the notice of amendment with which he 
threatened tlie second reading. Now if the people most concerned 
had cared much for the Bill, even as an instalment, they would 
scarcely have thanked him-for such a course of action. But, on the 
contrary, that notice was widely approved. It was emphatically 
endorsed by the Portree Conference; and if, notu^ithstanding Liberal 
divisions—in this case threefold—Mr. Macfarlaue Js returned for 
Argyllshire, the chief commission with which he will be charged will 
be to stick to that notice, and to oppose every attempt to satisfy the 
crofters without giving them more land.'^ This demand was en¬ 
dorsed last year by the authority of Lord Napier and his fcllow- 
Commissioners, who devoted several pages of their report to a scheme 
for meeting it. Tlieir scheme was condemned as antiquated or fan¬ 
tastic. But it is not so regarded by the crofters themselves; and 
the melancholy catalogue of our failures in Ireland ought surely to 
break us of the obstinate arrogance which insists on legislating for 
people of another race according to our own ideas, in the teeth of all 
locfd customs, traditions, or sentiments. Be that as it may, the 
discussion and agitation following the abandonment of the Crofters^ 
Bill has made it abundantly clear, even if it never was so before, 
that, either by the Commissioners’ scheme or some other, more lan^ 
must be found. The people do not , want it for nothing. They are 
quite willing to pay a reasonable rent, though they think the amount 
should be fixed by an authority independent jbf the landlords. And 
they are so convinced of the sacredness of property, that they insist 
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on ample guarantees' for the retention in their own- hands of the full 
value of the results of their labour. Ix^ other words, they think* 
** the three* T’s ” would be quite as good for them as for members of 
the same race in their original home. But their case is different 
from that of the Irish in this respect, that the three Fa will be of 
little use to them unless they get more land. 

The evidence for the existence of this need is so notorious that it 
may be taken for granted here. In ’fact, no one denies it. The 
landlords themselves, their factors, the late Commissioners, and all con> 
corned, join in unanimous lamentation over the huddlc;d'Up condition 
of the crofters, and their unfortunate tendency to increase in numbers 
though their land docs not grow. The only open question is as to 
where this more land is to be found. Benevolent landlords say 
it can be had in Canada, the United States, Australia, or New 
Zealand, and they are quite ready to put their hands into their 
pockets for the purpose of aiding any well thought-out emigration 
scheme, though they hint that Government funds would be more 
suitable well as more ample. But an ominous change has coihc 
over the temper of the people in regard to such proposals. Their 
grcat-unclcs and remote cousins were deported by the thousand 
without other rcmoustancc than the inarticulate wail of their bag¬ 
pipes. But the present generation are of another mood. They even 
go so far as to hint that if tlicrc is not room for landlords and crofters 
at home, the' landlords could emigrate with niuch less hardsliip and 
inconveuienco than the tenants. This sounds like mere superfluity 
of naughtiness to all who regard the ancient social hierarchy as part 
of the order of Nature; ])ut in reality k is only one among many 
' signs that the British land question has reached a stage of revolution. 
That it will ‘ prove to be a peaceful process we need not doubt; but* 
there is no use in disguising its revolutionary character. For argu¬ 
ments like those of the Duke of Argyll,^ from ancient charters, 
leases, and Acts of Parliament, arc no longer of any practical force. 
They may’serve to mitigate judgment,but they cannot avert it. Our 
land system will never be in a position of stable equilib.^um again 
until it can be shown that the agricultural and pastoral land of the 
country carries as great a number of landworkers as is eonsistent 
with other industrial interests. . Where it can be urged that to crowd • 
the land with little cultivators or mauy-handed farms would interfere 
with useful forestry, needful pasture, or other reproductive modes of 
using uninhabited areas, the public advantage will be held a sufficient 
^ reason for restrjiining occupation. But it will be of no avail to urge 
the pleasure enjoyed by a fortunate few in shooting, hunting, or deer¬ 
stalking. No fanbies of private owners will be allowed to interfere 
with the prime functibn of a nation^s land, the sustenance of the 
people born on it. ( ^ 

\ * Letter to the TVmee. 

• \ 
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Kow, ia this prime function of the land fulfilled in the Hight 
landa ? Those vho declare that the redundant croften crnght to 
emigrate maintain in effect that it ia so. In their view Scotland ;a 
so full that there is* ** no more room for her children. This judg¬ 
ment, however, may be interpreted in two different ways. It may 
mean liteAdly that no more land cultivable by crofters exists in 
crofting districts; or it may mean that none is afailable without 
interference with other and more important intereats. Let us take 
the former interpretation first. There arc perhaps very few who 
would make such an assertion baldly or without limitation. But 
.it is so much'the fashion tO minimize the croftcris chances at home, 
and to deny the capabilities of the soil he loves, that wo may os well 
remind ourselves of a few significant facts bearing on this point, 
before we turn to the question of rival and convicting interests. 
The Highland clearances arc a familiar story. Their political, 
moral, or economic bearings need not be discussed at this point* 
But it Will 'hardly be contended that the people were removed frotu 
their glens because they could not find sustenance .there. They 
were removed simply because it was expected that sheep-runs would 
pay the landowners better. Now, it may fairly be argued that 
•where the people found a living a hundred years ago they could find 
a living now. It is true that the laud in these deserted glens is 
not equal to what it- was when the clansmen were expelled. Not 
only are the habitations gone, the fences levelled, and all the little 
devices of a rude agriculture destroyed; but the pasture is deteri¬ 
orated and the soil impoverished by the everlasting nibbling of 
sheep, which make no sufficient return to the land.*^ Yet the 
restoration of cattle and human lal)our would saon effect an im¬ 
provement in the arable portions; sit any rate, hundreds of 
crofters are only too anxious to try it. The mountain pastures, 
for similar reasons, would not be worth to them what they were 
to the grandfathers of the present crofters; but in time the 
introduction of cattle in moderate numbers, with the careful limita¬ 
tion of sheep, would make a difference. Meantime it ‘seems rather 
hard to urge the destructive effect of those cruel clearances (is a 

* The following extract from a MS. report by Roderick Maclean, hlsq., factor to Sir 
Alex. Matheson, hart., an4l kindly lent mo by the focmer gentleman, puta plainly And 
clearly tko results of exclusive sbeep grazing, though some details aro questionable:— 

**The droppings of cattle manure the suit; those of tlio sheep, if not the reverse, at any 
rate do not improve. In grazing, the horse, by means of its upper and lower incisors, 
makes a clear cut, simply making bare the grass without uprooting; tbo ox, though its 
teeth are formed liko those of the sheej), being broader, partially cuts and parlii^y 
tears the grass, but does not uproot; tbo sheep, with its narrow teeth soon becoming 
Uunte^ cuts but little, and consctiucntly tears the grass out of root, leaving the sou 
to produce a lower order of vegetation in the form of *fog,’ tHrough want of manuring. 
There U no doubt tliat tlio excess of sheep is also a source of disease in grouse and of the 
decrease of salmon. Without going into details, birds have been observed to {tick tape* 
worms out of sheep droppings, and a tapeworm has recently been taken out of sdmon 
caught on the Kiver Carron at Gledfield.. Sheep somttimes drop lu-ge worms similar 
to &e euthworm, and, if carried down to rivers, salmo^* swallow them and die.’* 
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reason irhy tfac crofters should be denied for ever all hope of return¬ 
ing to the homes of their fathers. 

. It would be a mistake to suppose that these clearances were con- 
fined to the end of Ust century^ or the earliest years of this. They 
were continued as long as sheep-runs seemed a promising specula¬ 
tion, What followed when this source of fortune began.to fail will 
call for remark'* presently. But the memory retained of these clear¬ 
ances, and the undying protest cherished in the hearts of the present 
generation cannot be estimated from Parliamentary reports. To' 
realize how impossible is the continuance of the present state of 
things, one has only to walk for a few miles through a silent but 
once populous glen in company with three or four of the newly 
enfranchised voters, men wlio know that their class and the 
sympathizers with their class form the vast majority of the northern 
population. They show the grass-covered foundations on which 
once a "township" stood. They point to what the unpractised eye 
has not discerned, the traces of the " rigs ” that once divided the 
arable plots. Where a ditch or a bank by the roadside exhibits a 
section of the soil, they expatiate on its depth and richness, and ask 
what an industrious man could desire better than a few acres of that 
to labour on. Then they will tell the number of families who once • 
found a living here, and often can trace their descendants to Canada, 
and " the States" abroad, or the pauper’s cot at home. Passing 
thus from desolate glen to glen, and iiearing traditions confirmed by 
manifest signs of the humble societies that once flourished there, the 
listener, however moderate his politics, and however indisposed to 
condemn any class of men for yielding to circumstances, yet feels as 
though Nature herself were protesting against the abuse of proprie¬ 
tary rights, while he recognizes in the decay of everything but deer 
forests the final temptation that precedes retribution. 

Nowhere are such feelings likely to be stronger than in a scene 
surveyed, I believe, by the late Commissioners with lively emotions, 
of which, however, they have left no public record. This scene 
must be described with some particularity. In a strath at the 
head of Loch Duich, and on the Glcnshiel side of the Biver 
Chroe, there is a considerable extent of low laud, which down to a 
very short time ago contained two farms, and at the beginning of the 
century was held by crofters. The glen, watered by the Biver Shiel, 
is some twenty miles in length, and this also till the beginning of 
the century was divided into crofting townships. This Glen Shiel— 
not the parish called by that name, but the glen itself—was, about 
1802, turned into a great sheep-run, and the crofters were huddled 
on to the.shore of Loch Luing, a few miles away. Here they received 
house ** stances,” small plots of land measuring fifty yards by twelve 
and a half. They had, to build houses for themselves, which of 
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course became the property of the thea landlord and succeasire puN 

chasers of thb estate. The vicissitudes of fortune .experienced by 

these people and their successors ^ould form a history' in itself, 

perhaps as rich in tragedy and comedy as the lives of ancient Greek 

villages. But Tve cannot follow them. At the present moment the 

representatives of those evicted crofters have resumdd on A scanty 

scale their father's mode of life. But their cry is for more land, and 

with the glens occupied by thmr predecessors in full view it is very 

difiBcult to convince them that there is no land to be had. Mean- 

• 

while, sheep farming survives in Glen Shiel, subject to the aepumu* 
lating difhculties that beset the business now; but if at any time 
the sheep-farming should be abandoned, the crofters are not likely to 
get any land out of it. It will follow the fate of the neighbouring 
Glen Chroe; it will fall into the hands of the American millionaire, 
Mr. Winans; and, like the neighbouring valley, over which even the 
Commissioners almost wept, will become, in the language of the 
Hebrew prophets, ** an astonishment and a hissing." 

The scenery round the head of Loch Duich is amongst the most 
magniheeut in Scotland. There Scuir Ouran lifts its peak to a 
height at which nearly all the Western Isles are seen stretched oul 
like a raised map in bronze filleted with silver. There within a few 
miles is Glomach, surely the grandest waterfall in all the United 
Kingdom—a white torrent tumbling three handed and fifty feet into 
a black gorge, where Nature has provided a rOck rostrum in mid-air, 
and between the noise and the stillness one feels as though watching 
the passionate stream of time fall into the silence and darkness of 
eternity. But not here, as in Switzerland, do the inspirations of 
Nature harmonize with the fraternity and equality of human institu¬ 
tions. ' Let him approach how he may, and pass which way he will, 
the traveller here is haunted everywhere with the shadow of a huge 
monopoly, which lifts luxury into an almost sublime audacity, and 
depresses labour into despair. As we land in the bend of the loch 
rqnning up into GIcu Chroe, we see everywhere the sigds of a culti^ 
vation arrested by some blight. There are rude cottages along the 
hillside ; but bow the cottars can pick up a living, unless by fishing, 
is a puzzle; for they evidently have no crofts, and the farms at hand, on 
which they might be supposed to labqur, are deserted. Here are large 
fenced fields with the hay-crop of last year standing uncut. Here 
are ditches choked with rank vegetation. We pass a gate still in good 
order, and opening on to an apparently private road leading up to a 
large /armhouse. As we approach we note little clumps of ever¬ 
greens, set as though the occupier had been a map of taste, with an 
eye to landscape gardening. But when we r/tt'cli the house we are 
reminded of Tennyson's dreary picture:— 
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All within in (lark as night. 

In the windows 1 b no light, 

Aiifi DO murmur at the cloor 
So froi|ueut on its hinge before. 

•. 

'* Close the door, the shutters close, 
Or thro' the windows we shall see 
. The nakednesB and vacancy 
Of the dark deserted house.’' 


Gra»s grows in the yard; the window-panes arc broken; the doors 
arc dropping off their hiuges; and the whole range of building is fall* 
ing to ruin. Were it not for the modern style of everything, we might 
imagine that we were back in “ the '15/' that we were on the track 
of a hostile army, and had come upon a post just deserted by Cum¬ 
berland’s " lambs.” But it is neither wav nor pestilence that has 
wrought this desolation, unless, indeed, luxury be a pestilence. What 


has occurred is simply one of the most recent encroachments on in¬ 
dustry by “ sport.” For we arc here on the borders of Mr. Winans* 
vast deer forests, and should we meet his “ stoppers,” as the people 
significantly call his gillies, we shall be warned off from soil now 
consecrated,to Diana. The particularity of that gentleman as to his 
ferritoria\ rights has been amply illustrated by the notorious pet 
lamb case which arose in this very glen. Though the whole area is 
riotous with a vegetable struggle for life, not a ftiouth must nibble at 
the grass but that of the sacred deer. And so a cottar’s pet lamb, 
straying a few yards up the hillside, gave months of occupation to 
all the biggest wigs in Scotland. As to the motives of Mr. Winans, I 
shall presently suggest reasons for believing that they are the most 
benevolent possilje, and based on the most fur-seeing philanthropy. 
But at present I am concerned only with the existence of more land 
suitable for industrious crofters. Surely with such scenes ^as this 
familiar to them, it is an insult to their coinmou-seusc to tell them 
that the land is overstocked with men. 

In Glcnclg, just across the border of Tuvcrncss, I met an old gen- 
tleman, seveuty-four years of age, who now acts as school attendance 
officer. His mind is even more vigorous than his body, ^and, like 
most men of his age, he retains a more vivid recollection of some 
experiences of his childhood than of the events of last year. One of 
the memories that seemed most fresh was his first sight of Glenelg, 
It appeared to come back to him with such brightness that the words, 
” I mind it as if it were yesterday,” recurred in his narrative like 
the burden of a refrain. He was born in a neighbouring glen, 
divided from the broad upper reaches of Glenelg by a pass of con¬ 


siderable height.i Up to the age of ten ycara he had never been out' 
of his lonely native glen, but was then taken by his mother across 
the ridge into Gle9clg.\ When they reached the top of the pass, and 
were able to look dow^n, the sight he saw filled him with never- 
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forgotten wonder. The nlimben of houses^ the waving fields of 
oatSj .the kailyaids and potato plots, the cattle browaing 6a the hill- 
side^, the men and women at their work, formed a panorama that 
filled him with admiration. It was the first revelation to his young 
mind of the busy world. Let any one stand on the same ridge now, 
and all he will see is a wide expanse of rough and deteriorating pas¬ 
ture, with hardly a sign of human life except only the ruined frag¬ 
ments of long>abandoned huts.* 

• Spch cases as these might be multiplied indofiintely.t Btft there 
is no need. It must be obvious enough that when the crofters ask 
for more land, and the reply is made that there is none to give them, 
this reply cannot be accepted in a bald, literal sense. What it must 
mean is, that such land as was once uuder crofters, and might sustain 
them again, is now engrossed by other and more important interests, 
which ought not to be disturbed. What arc those interests ? They 
'are those of landlords, large farmers, and sportsmen, especially 
decr-stalkcrs and the growing class of decr-butchers. The two 
latter ought not to be confounded. The physical vigour, and skill, 
and pluck, and patience needful for real dcer>stalkLng compel us to 
acknowledge it as a manly sport, though wc may retain our opinion 
that there is no room for it in this little island. But when we hear 
of gentlemen ordering deer to be driven at a convenient distance in 
front of them, that they may slaughter the creatures at ease—^ven 
firing from an easy-chair drawn up to an open window—we can only 
wonder why such people do not take a turn at the butcher’s shambles : 
it would be quite as good “sport,” and would not require such a waste 
of laud. For our present purpose,*howevcr, deer-butchers and deer¬ 
stalkers are all one; for tliey equally insist that som6 three thousand 
square miles and more of Scottish land shall be abstracted from every 
other use to be given up to them. But tlic landlords and the large 
farmers demand our first consideration. 

As to landlords, it is' impossible within the range of this paper t^ 
discuss the ultimate principles by which their rights arc cither 
sanctioned or limited. But even though the rights of Scottish 

f The abovc-incntinned old gentleman accompanied me some miles to the boai^ and 
his lost words as 1 stepped in were, “ Von will be writing something about this; and if 
yotrdo, remember that we are all satisfied with our young laird." This oommissioa 1 
cannot neglect. It ouly continns what 1 have said iuready as to the social feeling in 
the Highlands. 

t 1 will here add some other cases mentioned to mo, all on the mainland. Olenstrath- 
farrer, about twenty-two miles long, is said to have supported formerly 140 families. 

1 cannot guarantee tbe'niiinbcr, but at all events it was consider^Ie. All this is now . 
under deer alone, beiug held by Mr. Winaos. (jlen Canurioh, in^trathgloss, formerly 
had eight crofting townships, but how many families there were in each I could noft 
leara. That also is now uuder deer alone, being held byMr. Winans. Glen Affrio, 
likewise in iStratliglass, bad once crofters, and this abo is now under deer alone, being 
held by Mr. Winads. In Aclmashellach, now Lord WimlH>rne*a forest^ and given over 
to deer, there were, so late as 18(i3,.if I am rightly informed, six crofting families. 
There is no reason whyl should nob give the name of my informant—Mr. Faraithar 
Uaerae, shepherd, IxKsbalsh. whose knowledge of local history has been found 
thoroughly trustworthy wherever I could test it. 
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landlords vcrc as unlimited and indefeasible as the Dnke of Argyll 
would make them, there are not many now who'in the light of 
experience will maiutaiu that the Highland clearances served the 
real and lasting interests of the landlord class. There is a marvel¬ 
lous moral unity in the various phases of Eternal Power wherever 
man is concerned. However shocked we may be at the Divine 
arrangements for the,feeding of tigers, boa-constrictors, and sharks, 
yet where mau is concerned we never have cause to complain that 
selfishness or cruelty works well in the long run for those> who .may 
seek prodt thereby. It is not only conscience that resents it; not 
only the sympathies of our kind that are revolted. Even the 
physical world, in all its climatic, chemical, and physiological workings, 
somehow rebukes any attempt of man to outrage moral law.. Thus, 
slave labour docs not pay so well as free labour; the seldsh protcc* 
tion of trade interests in the long run ruins the protected; and we 
are now finding another illustration of the moral working of the 
physical world, wherever man is concerned, in the Nemesis falling upon 
present Scottish landlords for the sins of their predecessors. Crofters 
were evicted to make room for sheep, because sheep-runs were 
expected to be always more profitable to the landlord. But, after a 
not very long spell of high rents and large profits, Australia spoiled 
the wool market. The endeavour to secure better prices by the 
iut^oduction of sheep with finer wool increased qxpcuscs, because of 
the comparative delicacy of the new breed. Then, as stated above, 
it has been fpuiid that the mountain pastures, when grazed by sheep 
alone, continually deteriorate.* The burning of heather and bracken 
has been kept within far too nafrow limits, for fear of injuring the 
shootings. And the general result of all these changes has been that 
the expenses of sheep farming have grown, while the selling prices * 
of wool and sheep have diminished. As a consequence, landlords 
have been constantly importuned for reductions or remissions of rent., 
They naturally prefer to return a percentage, hoping for better times. * 
But better times do not come; and amongst those best able to form 
a judgment there is a pretty general opinion that the ren^s at present 
paid cannot be kept up, that there must be yet a very serious f|l], 
and that, altogether apart from the supposed plunderiug designs of 
Kadical agitators, landlords will have to face a loss. Meanwhile 
•large farmers struggle as best they can to carry out the engagements 
of their leases, relying ou the forbearance of their landlords, which, 
to speak fairly,»i8 generally and even generously conceded; while 
those who have the opportunity and would gladly abandon the 
business are prevented from doing so by the enormous sacrifices* 
demanded of them when they attempt to dispose of their stock in an 
always falling market. Crofters also are discontented with their 

* See note p. 035. 


4 



THE CROFTERS'- CRY FOR MORE LAND. 641 


rents^ and not without reason; for in their new settlements they 
generally pay at a proportionally higher rate than the large hirmers. 
On a review of the whole circumstances it cannot but be considered 
likely that had the old generation of crofters been allowed to remain 
where they were, the landlords would have been in better plight 
to-day than they are now—except for one resource tq^be mentioned 
presently. 

But even as things arc now, it is not to the interest of landowziers 
that crofters should be prevented from taking up, wherever possible, 
the old .crofting grounds no^ merged in sliccp-runs. The difficulty 
is constantly raised, that even were the leaseholders disposed of, the 
crofters conld not restock the ancient holdings, while most owners 
would be unable, and none have much encouragement, to advance 
them money. This objection is indeed fatal to any remigration as 
sudden and extensive as the clearances were, unless Government loans 
were issued, or local authorities were, as advocated by hir. Cham¬ 
berlain, to step into the place of landlords. But the same difficulty 
does not affect partial and tentative movements of the kind, and these 
would soon bring others in their train. All round the coasts, where 
crofters now are mainly crowded, there are men still in the prime of 
life who have saved a little money from wages earned at seal or other¬ 
wise. They may not be many in number; but they are enough to 
make a start with. They have relatives in various parts of the world, 
who would be willing and able to help them. In fact, irrespective of 
cousinship, the Highlanders in Chicago arc raising money to help the 
political action of their friends at home, and they, and others pro¬ 
bably, would not be less willing to aid by a system of secured loaus 
any likely cases of resettlement in tlie old townsliips. But of 
course neither the men themselves nor their backers would look at 
any proposals which did not promise at least as much security as is 
now enjoyed by Irish tenants. Give them fixity of tenure at fair 
rents—necessarily very low after all that has happened—with free 
sale of the tenure, and there arc not wanting men who would build 
their own bouses, and fence and reclaim some plot of arable land. 
Of course they would require a proportionate area of mountain 
pasture as well; and as they generally expect to pay their rent by 
breeding a few cattle, the pasture, if of proper extent, would certainly 
not deteriorate, and would probably improve. Such a method of 
procedure would be slow, and it is not to be expected that the new 
voters will be content with it. But it has the advantage of being 
open to the landlords now, without any change in the law—for they 
could practically insert “the three P's'' in a lease—and one or two • 
successful cases of the kind would set hundreds of young men 
working, and saving, and corresponding with foreign cousins, with a 
view to a similar chance. This, it is said, would reduce the landlord 

VOL. ZLVin. z z / 
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a lucre rcnt«ehflrgcron the plots thus disposed of. Quite so; 
but os tilings arc going nowj many landlords^ or their children^ run a 
fair chance of having no rent at all to charge, and of having to turii 
crofters themselves. Then the question arises, supposing such an 
arrangement would be a happy resource for landlords if made volun¬ 
tarily, why should it be a bad thing if done compulsorily, and by 
tlic o])cration of public funds? I cauuot answer; though I wish it 
could bo (lone otherwise. Whatever might be the fate of rate- 
jinycrs or taxpayers, looking at tlic present prospects of land- 
owners, it would seem tliat on the wliole they would do well to 
advocate such a scheme themselves. 

To the ease of tlic large fanners not so much space need be de¬ 
voted. The arable farmers of the cast coast arc scarcely affected 
by the question. Where crofters abound and arc crying for more 
laud, the large holdings arc mostly those of sheep graziers, and 
there arc not many wlio would not he only too glad to be out of 
the business, if only tlicy were released from their covenants, and 
could secure a reasonable amount for their stock. The apparently 
hostile attitude assumed by some of them before the Commission was 
due to an appreheusiou that their ranges of pasture were to be curtailed 
and mutilated witliout any adequate consideration or compensation. 

Wo want more laud said the inhabitants of AUnasow, a town¬ 
ship in Lochalsh. “ W'cll,*' said the Curanussiouers, “ where could 
you find it ? ” '' Oh, there’s plenty land in Conchra —a large sheep 

farm in the neighbourhood. “We want more laud," repeated the 
tenants of Ardclvc, on the other side of the same farm. “ Can you 
point, to any land available ? “ Oh, there s plenty laud in Conchra." 

Now, when the'same question and the same answer were repeated in 
one or two other townships bordering on Conchra, the holder of 
that farm, a gentleman of real sympathy with the people, might 
very well be pardoned if he remembered that he had a family of his 
own to provide for. Yet, as a rule, sheep-farming in general has 
now become such a desperate struggle against adverse circumstances, 
that holdings arc being continually lessened, if not wholl'/ abandoned, 
by desire of the tenant; and if only the difficulty of finding any. 
market for the stock could be .met, there would be so many cases of 
the kind that land enough would be'found for crofters. 

But what becomes of the land that is surrendered by sheep- 
farmers? A distinguished member of the late commission, Cameron 
of Lochiel, has given a somewhat startling answer to this question 
in “ A Defence of Deer Forests," contributed to the August number 
of the Nineteenth Century. With commendable candour he states 
at the outset a fact which, in the view of all land-law reformers, 
enormously aggravates the difficulty of the case he undertakes to 
maintain. He tells (us that “ for every acre of mountain land so 
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employed"—that is, as deer forest—"in 1840, there are at least 
ten in the present year/' Surely there has been nothin^^ like this 
since the creation of the* New Forest by William the Conqueror. 
And some of the reasons suggested, or at least " operatire causes " 
assigned, for this extraordinary reversion iu the heart of an " over¬ 
populated country to the bunting stage of savage society, are 
almost as surprising. They arc “ an increasing love of sport and a 
• higher appreciation of wili^ scenery; improved communication^ 
affording access to regions hitherto almost unexplored; accumu¬ 
lation of wealth among the trading and commercial classes; and 
last, not least, the genius of Sir Kdwin Landseer, whose unrivalled 
pictures and sketches, representing the habits aud aspect of red deer 
in their wild state, have familiarized us with each cver-chauging 
phase of forest life/* 

These words suggest some questions which wc cannot help pausing 
to ask. How many people arc included by the pronoun " us ” iu the 
last clause ? What proportion of the thirty-one millions inhabiting 
Great Britain can enjoy the delight of verifying Sir Fdwiu Landseei/a 
pictures by shooting “ the red deer iu their wild state ? ” Are they 
one thousand all told ? Wc decline to include the gillies. Now, the 
area of the deer forests, increasing tenfold, as Mr. Cameron tells us, 
in forty-five years, has readied close on 3,000,000 acres, or more 
than 3,000 square miles. That is, a proportion of the population 
probably not exceeding a thirty-one thousandth part of the nation 
have about three square miles apiece kept as a wilderness for 
their sport. Again, is it not a singular anticlimax that "improved 
communication, all'ording access to regions hitherto almost unex¬ 
plored," should result only in the exclusion of pastoral industry and ■ 
even travel ^ It is to ho observed that Mr. (yamcron expresses a 
scornful indignation against Mr. Bryce’s " Access to Mountains 
Bill" as an expedient for "worrying to death," not the deer, but 
their alleged owners. Soj then, improved communication is to be of 
no use to any one hut a privileged fraction of population, 
amounting to one thirty-one thousandth of the whole. There is 
another of the "operative causes" wdiich goes much nearer to the 
heart of the matter; I refer to the " accumulation of wealth among 
the trading aud commercial classes." Let us recall one or two 
specimens of the operation of this cause. 

A gentleman of large experience in the management of Highland 
property told me that he had been consulted on the value, for 
pastoral occupation, of a range of mountain land comprising about 
,10,000 acres. He thought that as pasture it might be worth iJ200 
a year. A number qf crofters offered to club together aud take it 

• The word is not used by Mr. Cameron; but it rcpreaei(^ta the ommon asaamption 
of those who oppose the crofters' demands. 
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at :£110. In the event it was let at jC 1,000 a year as deer forest. A 
similar tract of 1)^500 acres formed part of a large sheep-run which I 
visited myself. It is on the estate of one of the best and most 
deservedly respected landlords in Scotland. The farmer was sufiering 
from tlie depression affecting all his class^ and was anxious to lessen 
his responsibilities. The landlord, to meet his views, separated this 
area from the holding, and deducted £160 from the rent as the value 
of the detached portion. There was an instant competition for it a»» 
forest, and it was let for this purpose at a rent of .£1,000, It 
is evident, then, that the ** accumulation of wealth in one section 
of society is a very powerful cause indeed of the extension of deer 
forests. 

But even Mr. Cameron docs not contend that the mere difference 
of obtainable rent is in itself a suHicient reason for such an employ¬ 
ment of land. The principles laid down by the Duke of Argyll would 
undoubtedly involve this, though an amiable inconsisteney would 
probably prevent him from carrying them out. If a landlord is 
justified in putting Ins land to any purpose that will bring him in 
the highest rent, the whole north of Scotland might be afforested in 
ten years; for there arc no hounds to what rich people will pay for 
“ sport.'* But a much more plausible argument than the profit to 
landlords is the bold declaration, that “ if deer forests were suddenly 
abolished or. rendered impossible by harassing legislation, seven-eighths 
of the land in the Highlands now under deer would he unavailable for 
any other purpose; " and this the champion of deer-forests proceeds, as. 
be says, ** to prove." Now, of course it is impossible for any one like the 
present writer to compete in knowledge of such a subject with an advo- 
• cate bearing the historic name of Cameron of Lochicl. I may remark, 
however, that this name is appended to the Keport which states that 
"the evidence on this head is very conflicting," * and that witnesses 


brought /orward " eases where undoubtedly laud now under foresfc 
^ d been formerly occupied by crofters, and where crofters might 
bo located." And again; " It is of course true that there are 
jjg that Igj. forests where an occasional spot of hard greeu land might 
agaiJ^ ^®***^ound which would be available for a crofter’s residence and 
few d'e^^* Then the Keport proceeds to minimize and explain 

not be admissions, but not, I think, with complete success; and 

cuUivatio ^'this vital'issue receives very scant treatment in the short 
away thes\J. ^signed to it. But further, Mr. Camcron^s " proof ” is 
j^ljQggtijQr"'^^^troverted, by men of humbler station indeed, but who 
paragraph for far. more practical, knowledge tiian even he can 

vehemently “proof” is only a demonstration, hardly needed ^ 

ha,ve painful c®* of affairs, that large sheep f^rms are played out- 
claim. Beside^®’^*^^*^^ actual alternative proposed, the restoration 

in the present s^ - * Report, p. 83. ^ 

But when* he comes K V 
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ef mountain paatuin to crofters, he has nothing to say but that 
summer shielings have gone out of fashion^ that they paid a rent 
so small as to be hardly worth taking into account," that " to rein¬ 
state village communities in the heart gf the Ross-shire forests would, 
require an expenditure of capital wholly incommensurate with the 
returns/’ and that in the'absence of deer forests the crofters would 
be crushed by rates and taxes. Now, if this convinced the people 
most concerned, a ‘'sonthrou^' would hare nothing to say, however 
much he might wonder at their facility of belief. But it docs got 
convince’ them. The very same improvement of communications 
which is urged as a reason for making the Highlands simply an 
English playground, would very possibly make summer pasturing on 
the high inountnins easier of arrangcracut than in the last century. 
In almost all deer forests tlic neighbouring inhabitants can point out 
the portions that were formerly attached as mountain pasture to 
crofting townships. It is true tliat the rent obtainable was very 
small, and would be very small now; but the people wholly deny— 
and I am bound to say that I agree with them—that this is any 
sufficient reason why they sliould liave been driven off the land, or 
why they should not be restored to it now. As to the rates, they 
arc willing to take their chance; and as to the expenditure of capital 
by landlords, they do not ask it. 

So far as my own opinion is concerned, I do not like Government 
loans, or public loans of any kind, to private individuals, if they dan 
be avoided. But landlords liave not always shown a strong objec¬ 
tion to them in their own case; and in Ireland the Legislature has 
acknowledged that the far-reaching results of hii^toric wrongs may 
compel sticli an expedient. Nor do I like a sudden revolution; 
but sometimes a prolonged resistance to obviously just claims 
makes it inevitable, as suggested already. If even now enterpris¬ 
ing young men of the crofter class, who have saved a little money, 
could be planted in deserted glcus, with absolute security of tenure 
and adequate mountain pasture, at. a sufficiently low rent, they 
would content themselves with a very poor Jiveliliood at first, for 
the certainty of retaining the fruits bf their industry. They would 
^adually establish themselves, and others would follow. But 
probably it is too late for that, and Mr. Chamberlain’s scheme of 
municipal or communal landholding and land-lctting may be tried 
first in the Highlands. It is advocated by the present mcmbcf for 
Koss-shirc, and other landlords arc inclined to see in it the best chance 
of a settlement. But whether the process be gradual or sudden, the 
present system is doomed. ThroughoutMr. Cameron’s Defence" there 
runs an undertone of foreboding that the end is not far off. So far 
«s deer forests are concerned, there is a confident and well-grounded 
belief that Mr. Wiuans will be their destroyer. Indeed it is im- 
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possible to pbservc his scornful progress from hill' to hill, or to mark 
the stern determination with whicl^ he enforces the rights of property 
over some eight hundred square mites, without suspecting that, as an 
envoy of tlic American democracy, he is bent on teaching the proud 
i)nti>}jcr8 a lesson on the antiquated absurdity of their institutions. 
He wishes to show them that under their ■ land laws a man who has 
unlimited money, and a determination to use it, may grasp whole 
counties far more easily than an armed invader, and exereise the 
strictest rights of conquest with impunity. And therefore he never 
misses an opportunity of fresh annexations. If a lease falls out or a 
leaseholder shows weakness, the landlord is besieged with negotiations 
for an enlargement of this American province in Britain, And 
when the negotiation succeeds, stipulations arc made for the future 
acquisition of any neighbouring farms not on the instant available. 
No unhallowed intrusion is tolerated in these vast solitudes. What 
happened to a pet lamb we all know. But still further to awake 
slow islanders to the humour of the situation, the British exciseman 
was recently ordered off, and had to retire, balllcd, before the minions 
of the American potentate. It is of course quite impossible to 
suppose that Mr. Winans can find an adequate return for his expen¬ 
diture in an occasional shot at a stag. This pleasure is to be enjoyed 
at much less expense, and inuler much more exciting circumstances, 
in the still bigger wildernesses of his native land. He must surely,* 
have greater objects in view, lie may design to teach how ridiculous 
it is for our aristocracy to suppose that in a little island like ours 
they can always find room for the sports appropriate to the gigantic 
West, He may wish to sliow to wliat monstrous issues their spirit 
of exclusiveness may be carried, and how untenable their notion of 
proprietary rights may be when pushed to logical consequences. But 
whatever his intentions, the crofters regard him as a friend; and when 
their cry for more land is answered, they and tlieir. children will 
retain a grateful memory of the man who made their oppoiicntft 
ridiculous. 


J. AlLANSOX PiCTOX. 



OBSTRUCTION TO LAND TENURE 

REFORM. 


T here is no more uncompromising defender of agricultural 
abuses than the Puke of Argyll, upon M’hosc article iu the 
October number of this Review, curiously entitled " Land Reformers,” 
I desire to make a few remarks^ It seems scarcely an exaggeration 
to say that, iu .the Pukc^s opinion, everything is for the best in the 
best of all possible agricultural worlds, existing under the English 
system of land tenure. Even limited ownership in Jand Las in him 
an almost enthusiastic apologist, as he declares, not only that “the 
best and most liberally managed estates have been, and now are, the 
estates of old families held under various forms of settlement,” but 
that even upon small estates “the operation of lifhitcd ownership 
was less favourable, not because there was less motive to improve, 
but because there was Jess power to do so from the limited rental.” 
For ray own part, I am disposed to the opinion that the movement 
in favour of free trade in land is a movement in the wrong direction, 
inasmuch as it encourages the unconstitutional idea of absolute 
ownership in land. It may be admitted, too, that some of the large, 
settled estates arc among the best and' most liberally managed in 
the kingdom. Still, to say that limited, ownership docs not dis¬ 
courage the motive to improve, even ou small estates, is so mani¬ 
festly erroneous that any one who makes that statement stands 
self-convictcd of blind prejudice and bias, and cannot fail on that 
account to injure hia own aide. Nearly all the large estates in the 
coun.try are settled estates, and some of them are well and liberally 
managed, in spite of, and not because of, their settlement. There 
must be less motive to improve when the owner of an estate knows 
that any money which he spends will be so much added •to the 
wealth of his too fortunate heir, and so mujih drawn from the 



648 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 




property which he might leavelfeo hia other children or reWtives. 
Ai nearly every one admits this, it is not worth while to dwell upon 
the point, and I proceed to deal with those portions of the Duke's 
paper which involve what appears to me to be far more important 
questions. 

The principal object of the Duke of Argyll's article appears to 
be to advocate the continuance of the existing one-sided freedom in 
the management of land. The o,wner, he thinks, should have 
perfect liberty, while the tenant should be kept in a strait-waistcoat. 
He objects first to tlie tenant being allowed to sell his im¬ 
provements, and secondly to his being allowed freedom to manage 
his own business. Further freedom which he would secure to the 
landlord, and nominally to the tenant also, is freedom to make a 
bargain as to rent. Let us consider each of these points separately. 

When one man farms land owned by another ho inevitably mixes 
his property with the owner's property. Consequently, under a 
system, of landlord and tenant, there is no choice between a recogni¬ 
tion of dual ownership in land and confiscation. The " good old 
law and simple plan ” was to adopt the latter alternative, and it is 
still in vogue to a serious extent, though there is not so much to 
confiscate in these days of agricultural depression as there was in 
prosperous times. The Duke of Argyll docs not deny the justice of 
giving au outgoing tenant some amount of compensation for his 
improvements. Indeed, ’ that fundamental question does not come 
within the scope of the article now under consideration. It is a 
particular method of compensation, and not compensation itself, 
against which the Duke utters his protest. Still, as the particular 
method in question is now advocated on account of the failure of 
the only methods yet tried in Fugland or Scotland—a failure which 
the Duke has materially helped to produce—the whole subject must 
be briefly noticed in passing. The only plan of compensation tried 
in Great Ilritain before the second Agricultural Holdings Act came 
into force—for the first Act left contract entirely free, and counted 
for nothing—was that of leaving each tenant to ma’jc the best 
bargain he could for Lis owil protection. The failure of this plan is 
notorious, though out of it there grew up in a few counties customs, 
more or less niggardly towards tenants, which acquired the force of 
law. When this failure came to be generally admitted, though 
never by the Duke of Argyll, a “ homily to landlords " was put into 
the form of an Act of Parliament, and produced about as much 
effect as a speech by Sir Wilfrid Lawson on the beauties of local 
option would produce upon an audience of licensed victuallers. Then 
came the Agricultural Holdings Act of 1883, which nominally gave 
legal security to tenants for the less costly of their improvements, 
still leaving them to the tender mercies of their landlords if they 
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•hould be foolish enough to ezeciAe improvemenU of permanent 
value. I say that the Act " nominally " gave thia partial aecnrity, 
because in reality it only secures the balance; if any, of the estimated 
value of certain improvements remaining after various unfair deduc¬ 
tions have been made and heavy expenses incurred. If space were 
of no importance, it vould be easy to show that in the.; 3 ases already 
tried uudClr the Act in Courts of Law or Arbitration, the tenants 
have received little or nothing As a rule, the tenant has made a 
claim for improvements; the landlord has made a coanter*claim for 
dilapidations or breaches of antiquated, absurd, and entirely, mis¬ 
chievous covenants; the judge, or umpire, has made a rough guess 
in cutting down each claim; and the balance has been nearly or 
quite absorbed in legal or arbitration expenses, and often a great 
deal besides. The Duke of Argyll, as every one who has read his 
writings knows, denies the justice of giving the tenant the full value 
of his improvements. He is the real author of the amendment to the 
Act of 1883, moved by Sir Michael Hicks-Beach, which destroyed the 
principle of the Act—paymcift to the tenant of value received by 
the landlord in respect of a limifed number of improvements—by 
providing for the deduction of a supposititious sum " duo to the 
inherent capabilities of the soil/' But if the Act had been as 
liberal as it is stingy, if it had given the tenant security for every 
improvement that he makes, its system of compensation by valuation 
would have broken down only less completely than it is breaking 
down now to this extent, but the remnant of compensation not 
swallowed by lawyers or arbitrators would have been larger. 

It is on account of the utter hopelessness of the arbitration 
system that free sale is advocated. The advantages of the latter 
plan aro obvious. Under it the expenses would be smaller than 
under the former plan. Another and a very great advantage is 
that, instead of submitting his property to the results of a blind 
chance, and a single chance, unless he risks the heavy expenses of a 
legal appeal, the quitting tenant can offer and offer until Jie obtains 
the full market value of what he has to sell. Some tenants object 
that* in such times of depression as thC present they would get no 
offer. That is an erroneous idea, except in relation to land that is 
worth no rent at all, as a portion of the letting value would always, 
even in the most depressed times, belong to the improving tenant, 
and the more he had improved the larger his share would be. At 
any rate, be would get the full market value of his improvements, 
and all that they would be worth to his landlord. If under any 
system the landlord had to pay more, he would he wronged. But, 
it IB further objected, what is worth little or nothing to-day may be 
worth a great deal a few years hence. So far as there is any force 
in this objection, it applies to judicial rent as w^*! as to the market 
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value of ioriproycments^ and is therefore sclf-destnictive. I doubt 
whether a tenant—at any rate an improving tenant—could be found 
who, Jiaving once had the right of free sale, would give it up in 
favour of any other system of compensation. 

Concluding that free sale would he good for the tenant, let us see 
how it would, effect the nation. As a stimulus to improved farming, 
it is equal to absolute ownership of the land, for in the ohe case the 
farmer has just as complete a property in his improvements as he has 
in the other. Nor is this all; for, other things being equal, the 
tenant with a right of free sale has more money to spare for improve¬ 
ments than the oceupying owner has. Free sale has never yet had 
a fair chance anywhere; but tbc public advantage of even limited 
free sale as it has long existed in Ulster needs no description. All 
classes arc benefited by it, except landlords with felonious pro- 
peusitics; and labourers and country tradesmen are especially bene¬ 
fited, The Duke of Argyll makes the astounding declaration that, 
“ if ever there was a case in which it is needless for the law to 
undertake the functions which naturally belong to men in their 
individual capacity, it is iu the case of the ownership of agricultural 
land." There is here a begging of tbc question in tbc assumption 
► that uncontrolled license in landlordism naturally" belongs to 
the owners of land; but let that pass. The Duke supports hia 
statement by saying that “ the ultimate interests of the State, and 
of such an owner, arc, and must be, identical iu the long run,^' as 
"no man can make money out of agricultural land, except by .in¬ 
creasing its produce." Iu reply to these statements, I first object 
that it is by no means certain tliat the interests of landlords and the 
State arc in all rcsi)ccts identical, even in the long run, while they 
certainly arc not iu the short run. For instance, it would certainly 
he antagonistic to the interests of the State to impose high duties on 
agricultural produce, while it would as certainly be advantageous to 
landlords, so long as. a revolution could be staved off. In times of 
agricultural prosperity, again, the confiscati()n: of tenants’ improve¬ 
ments in increased rent has put millions 'of pounds ste; gng into the 
pockets of landlords. That this course of action does not answer in 
the long run landowners are nosr finding out to their cost, though it 
is to be feared that few of tljem trace the effect to its cause. Even 
if the interests of landlord^ and the people at large are identical in 
the long run, it does not/ follow that State action is not needed to 
compel them to secure 'tliosc interests. They may not he wise enough 
to recognize the cond'ftions conducive to their own welfare, or they 
may prefer present 'advantages for themselves to ultimate benefits to 
their successors, '’jn the past they certainly iiave not acted for the 
welfare of the Stii^, They fought against tbc repeal of the Corn 
Duties to the utmo-i^t, and they have always resisted, and resist still. 
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. all efforts to secure to tenants a legal right of property in improve¬ 
ments effected by them. .There is no reason to suppose that land¬ 
lords vill be as wise in the future as they have been foolish in the 
past. Besides, apart from interests in the pecuniary sense of the 
term, landlords have shown that they often value privileges and 
powdt more highly than money. For the sake of game they have 
devastated the crops of tlicir estates, avowedly accepting lower rents 
than they otherwise could have •commanded, and certainly not in 
this way increasing the produce of the soil in accordance with the 
interests of the State. Again, for the sake of political power, they 
have stilled the energies of their tenants by keeping them in a state 
of slavish dependence, satisfying the poor men, perhaps, by miserable 
doles, but not in any way compensating the public for the loss of 
produce which free and enterprising farmers would have brought out 
of the earth. 

Having so far considered the effects of free sale upon tenants and 
the public generally, it remains to consider how it would affect land¬ 
lords. In the first place, it would render tenants independent, and 
thus sweep away certain privileges and powers which many landlords 
prize highly. It would also prevent felonious landlords from 
appropriating their tenants’ improvements. But it by no means 
follows that free sale would be injurious to the pecuniary interests of 
landlords as a class "in the long run.” On the contrary, it would 
tend to keep their land continuously in a high state of cultivation, 
and to prevent or diminish those frequently recurring falls in rent 
which have taken place in the past. .If for a time it should decrease 
the selling value of land, this would be only because it would take 
away the unfair powers and privileges at present attaching to the 
ownership of land. But if my contention that free sale would 
benefit tenants and the public be true, landlords would soon share the 
advantage. Laud would sell better because of the certainty of rent 
payment and the increased wealth of the country. The Duke <;ites 
the case of Ireland in opposition to such expectations, but he himself 
explains why the benefits of free sale have not told to any consider¬ 
able extent in the greater part of Ireland. Seditious agitation is 
keeping the tenants from reaping the benefit of the Laud Act, turning 
their attention from their business, and raising hopes of the confiscar 
tion of their landlords’ property. But in Ulster, where alone free 
sale has had half a chance of producing ics natural results, landlords 
as well as tenants, and all other classes of the people, have reaped 
great beneht. Did‘land sell worse or better in. Ulster than in the 
rest of Ireland when free sale in a modified form existed in Ulster 
alone? There is no need to answer the question. "When the Duke 
objects to a tenant who has made only some " trifling outlay "—per¬ 
haps some twentieth or thirtieth part of the landlord’s outlay—selling 
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the occupancy of the whole possession, he ignores the pre-emption to 
« the landlord which nearly all advocates, of free sale womld allow. 
The landlord would only have to pay his tenant the market price of 
this twentieth or thirtieth " part of his own outlay in order -to have 
the holding in his own hands. As a matter of fact, however, I 
believe that, apart from buildings and fences, the tenants of England 
and Scotland have sunk a great deal more capital in the land than 
has been spent by the owners. '* 

It may readily be admitted that the objection to judicial rent 
is much stronger than that raised against free sale'; and it is 
obvious that the latter cannot be secured without the former, as 
none would buy an outgoing tenant's improvements if they could be 
confiscated by means of increased rent upon them. . There is no 
necessity, however, to have judicial rent in England! or Scotland 
after the Irish fashion. That is to say, there is no need to interfere 
with the market value of the landlord's legitimate property in a 
farm. All that is necessary is to ascertain what the value of the 
landlord’s property is, apart from the improvements made or right¬ 
fully acquired by the tenant, and to allow the latter to sell the rest. 
How this can be arranged is clearly to be seen in the draft Land Bill 
for England prepared by the Farmers’ Alliance. 

A reasonable amount of stability, as opposed to absolute fixity, 
of tenure is also essential to free sale; for no one would buy a 
quitting tenant's improvements if he were liable to be turned out of 
the holding at a year's notice. A purchaser would require to be 
secured several years' occupancy at tlie rent determined as that due 
to the landlord. Under this system, although landlords might resent 
the loss of power and privilege involved in it, I am convinced that 
they would obtain in the long run higher rents, more regularly paid, 
than they can, obtain under the existing system, for reasons before 
explained. 

l^et us now turn to the Duke's objections to giving the agricul¬ 
tural tenant freedom in the conduct of his business. It is obvious 
that* the interests of landlord and tenant m\ist be at ieast as nearly 
identical as the interests of landlords and the State, and it is not a 
little curious to see that the Duke, who has such perfect confidence 
in the landlords' wisdom in so acting as to conduce to their own 
interests, has no confidence at all in the like sagacity on the part of 
the tenants. That the landlord can and often does injure the State 
in the management of his estate has been sufficiently shown; and 
that the tenant can and often -does injure the landlord in the manage¬ 
ment of his. business is equally true. But, whereas the Duke of 
Argyll would give the landlord full license and keep the tenant in 
leading-strings, the advocates of free sale would restrict both. How 
tbe^ would restrain the landlord from folly and mischief has already 
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been partially explained. They would restrain the tenant from 
injuring his landlord and the State by compelling him to pay for the 
deterioration of his holding, and they would allow a legal injunction 
to stpp him in the beginning of such mischief when necessary. This, 
again, is equitably provided for in the Bill of the Farmers' Alliance. 
But what the Duke of Argyll wants is the perpetuation qf the land¬ 
lord's power to put all sorts of restrictions and disabilities on bis 
• tenant; to tell him what he shall grow and when he shall grow it, 
and what he shall sell and what he shall not scH. What chance has 
an unfortunate British farmer, under such circumstauccs, in the 
tierce competition which he has to meet from the perfectly free 
farmers of the United States and all other-new countries? On 
this point we have from the Duke the same assumption of landlords* 
infallibility as that put forward in relation to improvements. ''It 
never can be to the interest of any owner of land,” ho says, " to 
prevent his tenant from raising the most profitable crops which are 
consistent with good husbandry.” Perfectly true; but does the. 
landlord always know, iu each individual case and under changing 
circiimstauces, what is the best husbandry ? Let the restrictive 
leases, still the rule in Great Britain, supply the answer. So 
irrational and utterly intolerable are their terms that very few 
tenants attempt to follow them literally. Very often it is absolutely 
impossible to do so. The Duke himself unwittingly supplies the 
strongest of arguments against his own contention that every tenant 
should be bound in swaddling-clothes and then told to make a living 
and pay a high rent. He says: " It is especially irrational to sup¬ 
pose that any statute can ever deal satisfactorily or justly with such 
a subject (as farm practice), seeing that the progress of agricultural 
knowledge in chemistry is perpetually making new discoveries as to 
the crops which can or cannot be raised on particular soils, and* 
under what conditions as to manures or as to intervals of rotation.” 
Precisely so; and this is a conclusive argument against the lawyer- 
made leases and agreements, commonly based on precedent^ fifty or 
a hundred years old, which are still general. 

This subject requires an article to itself, and it would be easy to 
fill the CoNTEMPOKAiiY Review with examples of utterly absurd and 
oppressive clauses from the ordinary leases and agreements now in 
use. It is well' known that comparatively few tenants are allowed 
to sell straw even where it is worth to sell four times as much as its 
manurial value, and where four times as much manure as the straw 
would make, with more or less expense in the making, can be obtained 
in exchange for the straw. In such cases, which are the ruje and 
not the exception, tbo landlords or their agents have not even the 
common sense to allow straw to be sold provided ^at a certain 
quantity of manjure is brought back. 
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To take another illustration of the hampering effects of restrictive 
covenants: a Devonshire farmer wrote to the Mark Lane Expresa 
the other to ask how farmers can grow fodder crops for ensilage 
instead of roots when their leases bind them to have one-fourth of 
the land under roots. It is the same with any change which may 

he desirable to meet the altered circumstances of the times : ancient 

« ' 

and to no one useful restrictions in farm agreements stand in the 
way. It is not people ignorant o£ agi’iculture who object to restric¬ 
tive covenants, as the Duke of Argyll declares, but farmers' almost 
unanimously. Those of them who arc taking fresh* farms under the 
present exceptional circumstances may be able to reject such enterprise- 
checking bondage; but a few vears ago a tenant was told that such 
and such were the condition, which farms on any particular 

estate were let, and he could take the farm he applied for under those 
conditions or leave it. A few years hence this kind of thing, face¬ 
tiously termed freedom of contract,may again be in vogue as 
generally as it over was. 

All that Parliament is asked to do in this matter is to order that 
no damages shall be recoverable from a tenant for breaches of 
covenant except to the extent of actual damage proved. That, 
together with a modified form of the three F^s, would meet the case. 
If I am told that tenants never are fined exoept for damage done, I 
have only to point to a case recently tried under the Agricultural 
Holdings Act, in which the umpire was obliged to fine the tenant for 
a breach of cropping-covcnaiits which he admitted to be beneficial to 
the landlord. This is no exceptional case, though the acknowledg¬ 
ment referred to is seldom made by arbitrators or judges. 

There is one more statement in the article under notice that cannot 
be passed by. Legislation which aims at the establishment of small 
tenancies, the Duke says,'' must give absolute security to the capital 
invested by the owner, and any special or forced protection of the 
occupier, whose capital is smaller and more * fioating,’ must of neces¬ 
sity defeat its own object.” According to this dictum, the rent- 
taker, and not the cultivator of the soil, is the one whf; needs security 
And freedom. Why ? The only reasons given are that the former 
has more capital than the latter, and has to do all the building, 
fencing and draining. The Duke habitually underrates the propor¬ 
tion of improvements carried out by tenants, although, as a large 
landlord, bo must have profited by them to the extent of many thou¬ 
sands of pounds. Very large quantities of draining and fencing, and 
a considerable amount of building, have been done by tenants in the 
past. In future it would be better to leave them to do all such 
work, under perfect legal security,’ than to keep them in the con¬ 
dition of farmew who dare not do their best by the land. The dual 
management of land, that the Duk^ lores so well, is .the great curse 
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of our agricultural system; for what should be done by one of the 
two’ capitalists is oomtnonly left to the other, and not done by either. 
In direct opposition to the Duke of Argyll's recommendation as to 
legislation intended to make farming on a small scale successful, 
then, I contend that—always providing for perfect justice to the 
owners of land—it is a matter of comparative insignificance whether 
the landlord is an active estate manager or a mere lay ligure, provided 
that the cultivating occupier of the laud has security and freedom. 

William E. Beab. 



CATHOLICISM AND KEASON. 


A REPLY TO PRINCIPAL FAIRBAIRN. 


** TT OW may tjic Christian Faith be preached with success to an in- 
XI tellcctual nineteenth century?’' Sucli is the question PrindSpal 
Fairbairn handles in the four very striking and suggestive papers on 
“ The Churches and the Ideal of llcligion/’ Catholicism and Apolo¬ 
getics/' Catholicism and Religious Thought/' and “ Catliolicism and 
Historical Criticism/’ widely as was natural in the case of so dis* 
tinguished a writer, have been widely read and commented upon. 
That Dr. Fairbairn has shown himself learned, forcible, and eloquent, 
as well as a man of very kindly feeling towards those who differ 
from him j that he has illustrated his subject on every side, and com¬ 
bined history, 6riticism, and mctapliysics after a rare and instructive 
manner; that, in especial, he has given proof of a most intimate 
Acquaintance with Catholic literature during the last . hundred 
years, 1 need not inform any one who has but glanced at these essays. 
I should like, for my own part, to add how encouraging it is, in a 
time of sharp antagonisms and controversies about the very foundar 
tions of Christianity, to meet with au author whosr- conclusions,^ 
widely as 1 dissent from certain of them, are dictated by a profoundly 
religious spirit, and have for their purpose to persuade an unbelieving 
age that Jesus of Nazareth is still the beginning and the end of wisdom, 
because He is the ** only-begotteu Son of God." Many things are 
implied in this confession, as it seems to me, which Dr. Fairbairn 
has overlooked or will not grant; but the articulua stanlis vel cadenii^ 
ecclesicB is. ever that of Christ’s divine personality, and I rejoice to 
think of Dr. Fairbairn,- and the many, for whom he speaks, as on 
this point not separated from the'Roman Communion which, even 
whilst criticizing it, he has described in glowing and generotis terms* 
Thus he and we stand together on the same side of that gulf across 



CATHOLICISM AND REASON. 


C57 


which we address agnosticsj atheists, disbelievers in things unseen, 
and the vast crowd tha^ neither believes nor disbelieves but is in¬ 
different. So much I gladly recognise. However/the picture has 
deep shadows, if it has also agreeable and unexpected lights, for a 
Catholic. . In defending Christianity, these four essays, I regret- 
to say, make an assault not only upon the most venerable embodi¬ 
ment of it, which Dr. Fairbairu acknowledges the Homan Church 
to be, but upon authority itself considered as the basis of Revealed; 
Religion. 

For example ; The problem being to preach (’hristianity so that ineii 
shall again believe it, we arc tohl that “ we must take some higher 
way than the ancient one of founding and,maintaining churches;” 
that religion must be emancipated from tlic churches, since these 
l^j^, on the whole, “ become simply the most irreligious of insti- 
tntibng, mischievous iu the very degree of tlicir power,” “ The 
most perfectly organized and adininiatcrcd ecclcsiasticism,” it is 
added, “ may but cflectu'ally imprison tlie living Spirit of God.” 
Even harder words follow. Wliat is the great enemy of Go(l in 
tlAe days? ^faterialism, one might answer, or indifference, or 
systematic immorality, all of which count their disciples by thou¬ 
sands and tens of thonsands around us. Rut Dr. Fairbairu proclaims 
that “ the great enemy of (iod is tlie idea of the Church and its 
priesthood.” Not without pain docs one read or quote a sentence 
excommunicating at a single stroke, the Homan, the Anglican, and* 
the Greek Churches, and charging them with a common apostasy 
from that >vhicli, at any rate, they have endeavoured, to keep alive 
among men—the Gospel teaching. A'isible Christianity wodlfl thus 
have frustrated the very purpose wliich it professes to carry out; 
between tbc church and the synagogue of Satau there would be no 
assignable difference; and the work of the Founder would need to 
be done over again, as if lie had wrought in vain.* »So we arc told 
it must. " The clamant need of our day is to recover the religious 
idea of Jesus.” That idea, then, has been lost; historic churches 
are misleading caricatures of the J’^tcrnal And ought to be reformed 
or perhaps dispensed with; and religion as it created may abolish 
them. There was once a visible Christ; in Dr. Fairbairn's opinion 
this does not at all imply that He established or even seriously con¬ 
templated a visible Church as conveying His message to the centuries. 
Every social influence gains in power by taking an organic form and 
throwing round itself the majesty that to most men seems inseparable 
from greatness. Religjon alone, if these Essays may be followed, 
has lost indefinitely more than it has gained, by condescending to 
possess a local habitation and a name. It is sometlufig impalpable 
and should have no whereabouts in the phenomeplal world, if it 
would remain what Christ bequeathed to us. / 

VOL. XLVIII, V Y 
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. Now, I am not quite sure that I understand the meaning of the 
word i^ligion as here employed. But Gjiristianify is a fact, and 
like other facts may be studied in the world's chronicles, which record 
its origin, growth and vicissitudes. It has never been simply invisible. 
From the first it has lived and wrought as a social power. Un¬ 
believers are in complete accordance with believers on this point, 
if on no other. The Christian religion, as hitherto conceived, has 
been whatever else you please, but certainly an organized system of 
teaching, one church or a hundred churches, but always a body re* 
quiring from its members submission to .articles, or to the Bible as 
cutting short disputes by virtue of its inspiration. Outsi4c the 
Roman Church, no leas than within it, Christians have looked upon 
their religion as bound up with an historic creed, with dcfiuite''modcB 
of thought, unchangeable rites, aud a divinely-given authoHty to 
speak in Christ's name and captivate to His yoke every understand¬ 
ing. Until lately it was never imagined that a Christian was one 
who first proved the articles of the creed hy syllogism, and thou took 
his Master's word that they were true. This would have been. 
deemed a superfluous and grotesque proceeding before what is |pa sk' 
in Germany Liberal Protestantism was born. In the last cimtury 
Butler and Palcy allowed or insisted that to Christianity we cknnot 
come unless by employing reason. Voltaire had learnt the Isame 
doctrine from his Jesuit teachers. But neither Voltaire nor rfutlcr 
Jior Paley would for a moment hare dreamt that Christians/prove 
the mysteries of Revelation by reason, or do not receive them: upon 
authority. Who could hold the Trinity, the Incarnation, lor the 
efficacy of Christ's death on the cross, unless he were assured thcit the 
Master had taught them ? Who could ]>rove these things to bfr true,, 
or knew anything about them, except on His word, and the word cof the 


Apostles ? And what had reason to do in all this, but simply to vtfirify 
the credentials sot before it, and then bow to the authority jt»oy 
proclaimed ? *■' Reason/' said St. Augustine, “ docs 5it»t‘''i'ora^e 

authority when we consider who it is that we must * Bujt 

Dr. Fairbairn argues that reason would forgnJ^-^/t'ygjf it hearke 
to a voice from without; and he fiallbe^i^thority "'a violation of law.’ 
This may be ia accordance witfe.rtho Protestant method, but it runs 
clean counter to the histo- „erer tells of the 

downfall o one anthoriJ. .mother rose upon 

the rums of the fimt,fr ‘ ^ ^ uncontrolled by authority would 

be the rankest ^ Much mote so would the Christiaa 

rehpou divorced .^.^Hible personality which 

crea^ and sr g. • ever the principle of authority was exem¬ 
plified in this ,-tarns It. ^ J^.^ipies “left alj aud.followed 


\ • “ De Vorft R^ligionc,’* o. 24. 
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Him/' when they staked their bappiness here an4 hereafter on the 
word of faith/subdued their reason to the teaching of Chxjat, mw 
▼ ith His eyes and took hold of His philosophy. " We obaeitve/* says 
Augustine once more, “that He willed nothing more earnestly or 
more principally thou that credence should be giren to him.^^^ 1 
am not insinuating that His disciples abdicated their reason^ or wpre 
swayed by an enthusiasm of which they could render no account. 
But as they preached "Jesus Christ, through Whom wc received grace 
and apostleship unto obedience of faith among all the nations for His 
Harness sake/' so did they yield to Him that obedience of &ith 
which they pressed upon others as the first of duties. Nor can a 
single human being dispense with it and remain a Christian. How^ 
believing iu our Lord as tlic only-begotten of the Father, should we 
dare to dispute a syllable He uttered ? But, again, who is so bold 
as to imagine the Bible with its principles, facts, and assumptions 
to he written on the tablets of his heart ? Left to himself each of 
us would alter the message or the manner of it; and Protestantism has 
.shown by a long experience that its method is nothing else thdU the 
atomic theory applied to religion. Let these four essays serve as wn 
example. Their author charges Cardinal Newman with " individu¬ 
alism " in philosophy. The Cardinal's individualism has at least 
brought him into the largest communion and the oldest of churches 
now extant; whereas Dr. Fairbairn, standing between Rome and 
the Revolution, might appear to be asking these two great move¬ 
ments of humanity to be reconciled with each other through him.- 
Of cojlirse he makes no such pretension; but his language, unless I 
deceive myself, has something of this iu it. The Catholic Church, 
we learn, must “ lay aside her high claims " and cease to be sacer¬ 
dotal, hierarchical, and papal; she must renounce her mysteries, for 
they are only " marvels,” and her sacraments, for they abound in 
“ false supernaturalism." And why? Because authority in matters 
of religion is out of place. Now, granting the principle, it would 
seem a plain deduction from it to abandon not only the Church, but 
the Bible and the teaching of Christ as well. For what id the Bible, 
taken as an inspired .volume, but an authority; what is Christ but 
the greatest of authorities ? I can fancy a sou of the Revolution 
answering Dr. Fairbairn to this efibet-*- 

I 

“ Reverend sir/ he might observe, “ you go too far or not far enough. You 
tell me to reject voices from without and at tho same time to believe the 
Gomel. Is not that a contradiction? My reason does not view this world- 
or the ways of life as your New Testament does; and I mpst go by the - 
light within me. I cannot therefore take your Master’s word that things are 
as He describes them. Nor ought you. Were you to affirm'that your private 
judgment coincided exactly with your divine Teacher’s, I should congratulate 


' Utilitate Credeadi, c. 14. 

y y2 



G60 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


you on po.ssosding so rare an intuition; i>ut then I should ask you whether 
wo need any one to tell us what we can find out for ourselrfs. I anticipate 
your reply; it proves, I think, that if a dogmatic church is unreasonable, 
a dogmatic or inspifed Christ is unnecesstiry. You think slightly of the 
Anglican Via Medin. So do I. But may not your own position, reverend 
air, be likewise a Kia Media in the opposite direction, on the road which 
tends not towards Ilomc but towards liattonalism or a disbelief in Christianity 
altogether? I am speaking of the principle, not of doctrines held, as there 
is no' need of remarking, with the greatest possible sincerity, by modern Pro¬ 
testants and inlierited from mediaival periods. But in the system you uphold 
reason and faith are identified ratlier than reconciled. I prefer to look upon 
my reason as self-suflicing and upon faith as a delusion. I follow no man's 
judgment but ni)' own, and I view the Bible and your Master’s teaching 
light of statements to be tested, not of authorities to bo obeyed.'’ 

' upon 

I cannot tell liow, when liis principle was thus urged agaicmodes 
doctrines, tiic accomplished writer could save both. It is an ^ity to 
prise of groat pith and moment to convert the Roman Cburc;rstaiid- 
her traditions; and not less so to convince M. Jules Foias one 
M. Paul Bert that the Revolution is, in spite of appcaranc||;ii took 
"resurgent spirit of Christ in man.” But ere the Revolution’ been 
be persuaded to accept so mysterious a creed as Christianity w{ allk 
** the obedience of faith,” and Rome to disown her ApostoliAntury 
cession whilst retaining creeds which, but for that succession, mnnot 
long since liave been extinct, we must suppose the nature of nasamc 
be ncw-crcated and revelation proved superfluous at tlic mom^tlcr 
was made certain. If reason be adequate, where is the necyprove 
of revealed doctrines ? If such doctrines be true, yet unverj upon 
by reason, how can wc dispense with authority ? But when the 
of Nazareth walked this world, a " visible and audible autholat the 


was "of the essence of religion.” Was it an "e.xcommunicati(;true, 
reason ” to join His company, or P in some sort the victory of jfthe 
belief,” or " tlie violation of law,” or did it place " the ratieferify 
nature of man on the side of atheism,’' or imply a doubt of " ftoy 
sanity and contents of the reason,” or confine God's grace 
"artificial and ordained channels?” Surely there is no argument 
against an'ihfallible Church that may uot Be directly tnriucd agains^ 
a visible Christ. Is it made a crime in the Church to stand between ' 


the Creator and His creatures, prescribing how they shall know and ' 
worship Him ? What, then,, are wc to say of " the man Christ 
Jesus,” standing between us and our Father in Heaven ? Is it 


declared that “ the authority of God can never become external, or 
eihbodied in Pope or Church or Bishop ” under pain of being “ so 
limited and conditioned as to cease to be absolute ? ” The thought ’ 
will occur to us, but is it not limiting religion to make it depend 
on the life and individuality of Jesus? No, Dr. Fairbairn will 
loudly answer. I entreat him to consider how much, in answering 
thus, he has yielded to the Catholic argument. If religion, though 
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divine, univeraalf a thing of the heart and the conadcnce^ the closest 
bond between man and his Mnkeri is yet, as he and 1 believe, a fact 
of history incarnate in the person of a Jewish carpenter, whom the' 
majority of mankind have never known, whose teaching, though 
their salvation, has not reached them, whose life, albeit apparently 
a scries of accidents brought to a sudden and violent end, is the 
pattern of human conduct and the divine ideal realized,^' how, I 
would ask, can we expect all tWs to be received except on authority, 
or reject the visible in later ages when we have made it the beginning 
^thc first ? 

gijjgjfce is a conclusive argument (for all to whom our Lord's word 
believk snl)jcct is final) that authority docs not involve either 
dare wlP’^ intellect, or a denial of Ood's providence 

as to creatures, or any atlicism as regards the luiiverse. But 

to be w *** down that if a man looks on authority 

us wouff to religion—which, I say, all Christians * do—bo 
showns choice, “ he must become, or get himself reckoned, a 
The Homan Church assails his uiulcrstauding with 
Ic logic, aud appeals to his imagination with* irresistible 
In a fine passage the author goes on to depict, as though 
V dl some time been touched to the heart by them, those charms 
no^*Veligion he cannot accept. Why can he not? It is only 
the history the prinuiplca which have brought him to the feet 

mentJi'^*^*'' revering as His presence in the nineteenth century 
Of co^°*^ institution which so much as claims the charter in 
decer*!^*^^' “ Christ loved the church and gave Himself up for it, 
we might present the Church to Himself glorious, not having 
dote^ wrinkle, or any such thing, but that it might be holy and 
blemish.” Our author*s glowing rhetoric will aptly 
“ Bride of the Lamb coming down out of heaven, and he 

8 it to be so applicable to the Homan Church that bis conclusion 
ads like a regret. This sublime and august Catholicism,” he 
Uows, ” may well be victorious in its appeal to the piaus imagina- 
jon,” or, as 1 think he must mean, to the religious spirit. But then, 
it cannot realize Christianity in the world ; ” it seems to the 
sayist a system neither true nor credible, but impotent. And its 
potence is explained by the principle of authority which hinders 
sason from acting, condemns the intellect to distrust itself, involves 
te natural man in atheism, and produces unbelief on the widest 
;ale by reaction against its usurped dominion. The proof of these 
fthings is said to be at our very doors. Head Catholi^ apologetics, 
says Br. Fairbairn, and you will be convinced that submission to the 
Church is the victory of unbelief. Among Englishmen the greatest 
of Catholic writers U Cardinal Newman; he may be taken as the 
voice of the Homan Church in these realms. But, our critic goes 
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on, Tm Catholicism, when examined scientifically, is nothing else than 
transformed scepticism, of a piece with the doctrine of Lamennais, 
which established reason on authority, and our belief in Ood on the 
Churches teaching. Thus is the iudictment presented. Identify 
Roman doctrine with Cardinal Newman; take the ^^^rammar of 
Assent" for an official account of the logic of Th^^^ and the 
functions and limits of the intellect, and argue then'^©^ the neces¬ 
sary, though unacknowledged scepticism, recoiling ^ ^’^which, in a 
kind of religious frenzy or despair, such a tr-®^ament as the 

Cardinals fliugs itself upon authority, and declj^^J^ ^fallible, lept 

' o>. ,^^ue 

he 

da o>odes 

as 
to 

us ^odl' 

•sho^ 1C 


as one- 
!U to6k 
been, 
caAd 


samo} 
utV : 


nothing should be true. ^ ^ 

Dr. Fairbairn' is not only a candid think<»^, bi 
and genial sympathies, willing, if it be at alb possi 
in everything," and to own its existence in tl 
principles. Not, therefore, without pain and surpri 
from his artieles this severe judgment on the te 
than any one else, lias kindled religion afresh i 
Englishmen during a long half century. But Catho Aion^ il 
further quarrel with the writer. They cannot, i 
identify their Church with any individual genius, ho’^^h^m R ^ 
it enough, indeed, to tell them, “ St. Augustine, « *oug*. 

Aquinas, or Petavius, or Cardinal Newman holds a 
therefore you, as Catholics, must hold it too ? " Surely ^ i well- 
that saints and doctors may cherish their privat6 vicws'^privatei* 
which rise and decay, arc circulated widely at one time only to ry 
and-by into oblivion, and the Church will look on in silence, ! 

no word of praise or blame? St. Augustine is par excelk^^i^ 
Doctor of Grace, and has in various points so exactly 
Church's meaning that his words are wrought into her ’ 

decisions. Yet the system called Augustinian, which nr^ be tra^^J ■ 
in. many of his later writings, is but the possession of a school, hu l 
been,largely discountenanced by theologians, and has nd chancl^ 
whatever, humanly speaking, of further approbation at the hands oi 
Pope or Council. Not otherwise does St. Thomas AJuinas fart 
His exposition of Catholic doctrine on the Eucharist could not we^J 
be surpassed in clear and subtle treatment; it is reckoned amopug 
his greatest works. Yet there are metaphysical points in which thj^e 
Schola Theologorum has for centuries differed from him, touchm^g 
this very subject. What, then, would a Catholic reply if Aquinai^ 8 
were cited in controversy, or were taken as the voice of Rome ox^ ■ 
these matters, except that be was not bound by the saint's theories,^ 
and was free, if he chose, to point out their philosophical inadequacy ; 
or to set up counter theories of his own ? There is such a thing as 
private judgment within our borders too, as the impressive words of \ 
Cardinal Newman warn us. It is the custom with Protestant 
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writers/' lie says, " to consider that, whereto there are two gr^at 
/principles in action in the history of rdipon, Aothority and 
Private JudgmenJ;, they have all the Private Judgment to themselves, 
and we have the full inheritance and the superincctmbent oppression 
of Authority. But this is not so; it is the vast Catholic body itself, 
and it only, which • affords an arena for both combatauis in t^t 
'awful, never-dying duel. It is necessary for the very life of religion, 
viewed in its large operations and its history, that the warfare ahpuld 
he incessantly carried on.”* As for his own opinions, the Cardinal 
has never set them up as equivalent simply to the teaching of the 
Catholic Church; it is with an eye on them that he tells us "in 
religious inquiry, egotism may be true modesty.” Whether theo¬ 
logians iu the Church at large 'accept the " Grammar of Assent ” and 
its theories, is a subject for investigation, not a first truth to bo taken 
for granted. Neither is it an easy or a simple matter. To grasp 
the mind of so brilliant and original a genius as Cardinal Newman 
is evidently not the task of a day; to ascertain where it agrees and 
where it perhaps docs not agree with the received teaching, requires 
such an insight into theology and so rare a power of translating the 
Cardinal's new and recondite terms into established formula that, as 
a learned acquaintance of mine is in the habit of saying, " We may 
hope to sec it done some time in the next century.” Dr. Pairbaim 
has drawn out his criticism of Cardinal Newman, and very instructive 
and resolute it is; but he has overlooked an essential preliminary, 
he does not prove—it has never occurred to him that he ought to 
prove—that Cardinal Newman's views arc more imperative upon 
Catholics than the Augustinianism of St. Augustine, or St. Thomas 
of Aquin’s teaching about local relations in the Eubharist. 

I hope in due course to show that neither atheism nor scepticism 
can be fairly charged upon our great apologist; but, though thpy 
could, the doctrine of Home, accessible in text-books of metaphysics 
and theology, would remain what it had been, and to that we should 
refer inquirers as our law ou the subject of reasoned Theism* 
Whether it be true or false in itself, at least it cannot be mistaken. 
It furnishes a dally theme in our schbols; it has been laid down in 
the decrees of the last (Ecumenical Council, the standard to which 
all our writers, from the highest to the humblest, are anxious to 
conform. It may be true, aud I conceive that history shows it to 
be true, as Cardinal Newman declares, that " it is individuals and 
not the Holy See that have taken the initiative, and givPn the lead 
to the Catholic mind iu theological inquiry." But theological inguirg 
turns upon matters not yet defined by the Holy See; imd in the 
•course of it a son df the Church must be supposed to take for 

t ' 

/ 

« ** History of my Religioua Opinions," p»-^2. 
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granted whatever is de fide* Dr, Fairbairoj as I hare observed, 
imputed to Cardinal Newman " pbilosophieal scepticism.^' But he. 
cautiously subjoins that the scepticism is, of course, implicit, not 
explicit. From *the latter he has tried carefully to guard himself.'* 
Why of course, except that, in the Catholic Church, philosophical 
scepticism is a condemned error ? As Catholics we no more* hold 
man s intellectual nature to have been utterly darkened by the Fall 
than we grant to Calvinists and Lutherans that his moral nature was 
annihilated. Has not Cardinal Newman himself athrmed—and has 
not Dr. Fairbairn quoted him to this very effect—that “ the unaided 
reason, when correctly exercised, leads to a belief in God| in the 
immortality of the soul, and in a future retribution"? lias he not 
said that the being of a God, to his apprehension, though encom¬ 
passed with most difliculty, is borne in upon our minds with most power, 
and that it is as certain to him as his own existence ? Moreover, docs 
he not in terms allow that the formal proofs for God’s being amount 
to an irrefragable demonstration against the free-thinker and sceptic. 
There is here no room for questioning; the words are plain, and 
they express a conviction which the Cardinal had many times 
reiterated in treatise and sermon ere the Vatican Council pro¬ 
claimed the doctrine emphatically conveyed by them. 

Now, what docs the Council teach ? I shall take leave to indicate 
its drift in some w'ords of my own, bearing on the questions raised 
by Mr. Tyndall in the Belfast Address. That eminent man was 
insisting on his right, as a professor of science, to deal with cosmology 
and anthropology by methods of reason, and not by appealing to 
sentiment, to emotion, or the heart. He was answered by one Catholic 
at least, as follon^s :— 

“ Whether God exists, whether the Infinite is knowable, whether there is a 
Cause of all things, whctlier the material world has been created, whether 
any definition of matter will allow it to be the sole and sufficient cause of 
life, sensation, and intelligence, whether the soul of man is immortal, whether 
the pursuit of our eternal happiness can be called selfish—all these questions, 
according to the philosophy of the Church, are under the i irisdiction of 
reason, are strictly scientific, and mny and ought to be treated in a scientific 
manner. It is open to any man who has the leisure, and the necessary talent, 
to take them up, investigate them, and use all his experience and intelligence 
in their solution. The answers may be tested, compared, sought aAcr by 
other and new'er methods, defended by reason, without the interpolation of " 
any emotion whatever. They may be .ipproachcd from above or below, and 
philosophy may take its beginning in the science of cosmology, no less than in 
the science’ of logic. Is Mr. Tyndall aware,” I ask, as 1 also ask Dr. Fair- ‘ 
bairn, ^‘that this is the concurrent teaching of all the Catholic schools? ” I 
go on to bay that “ the Catholic Church has guaranteed the rights of intellect' 
and has dbne great thinga to preserve them intact. ^ But it has yet to be shovsh 
that the unaided intellect is equal to the duties which modern scientists would 

impose on it.If the truth of a life to come is scientifically evident, then 

there can be no question that in our present state there is a moral necessity 
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for revelation, and that is inccincetvablo nnleas a consequent supremacy of 
revelation over natural Bcience be conceded.. What is the nature of that 
supremacy, has been explained often enough.” • 


Yes, it has been often explained, but not, these articles conrinoe 
UiC, often enough. Men still need to be reminded of the words of 
the Vatican Council; and cveu then they may find courage to charge 
that august assembly with scepticism and constructive atheism. Not 
so will the candid critic wlm lia| no system to maintain. The Vatican 
Council, in distinguishing faith from reason and assigning to each its 
rights and privileges, not idcutifyiug things which by their nature 
are distinct, y^t reconciling them as both coming down from ,the 
Father of lights and serving one atul the same purpose,lias been 
true to the (>liri$tiau trurliliou of eighteen centuries. It affirms in 
the Church\s name that “ Cod, the beginning and tlie end of all 
things, is knowable by the natural light of liuraan reason," and it 
lays under a ban all those who deny that lie may thus naturally be 
known "through the things that arc made." Would Dr. Fairbairn 
call this scepticism? Or what docs he say to the following?—‘'Not 
only can faith and reason never be at variance, l)ut they lend each 
other reciprocal aid; for riyht reason demonstrates the foundations of 
faith, and, enlightened by its beams, cultivates the seieuce of divine 
things, whilst faith on its part sets the reason free ftom error, protects 
it, and instructs it in manifold knowledge." Is reason in these 
words declared impotent or excommunicate ? Years, indeed, before 
the Vatican Council, Rome had ended the controversy with Lamen« 
nais* followers by asserting, through her Congregations, * that 
" Reasoning is capable of proving with certitude the existence of 
God, the soul’s spiritual nature, and human freedotn;" and that. 
Since faith is consequent upon revelation, faith cannot be, urged 
against the atheist in proving God’s existence, or against the believer 
in*naturalism and fatalism in proving that the rational soul is a 
spirit and is free." Finally, it was laid down that " the use of reason 
goes before faith and leads man to it by the aid of revelation and of 
grace,” Such expressions might be multiplied indefinitely from our 
books; and more than one very striking comment upon them ia 
extant in the encyclicals and addresses of Pius IX., whom, if any 
Roman Pontiff at all, the average reader would suspect of condemning 
the exercise of reason and* denying its rights. Yet Pius IX. speaks, 
in his Brief to the Archbishop of Munich, of "the, just freedom of 
philosophy, so that it shall admit nothing within it which has not, 
been acquired by it on its own conditions, or is foreign to itself," 
To philosophy he assigns the task of cultivating reason, and proving, 

" by arguments Sought on its own principles,” the existence, nature. 
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and attributes of God. But this does not hinder him, or the Vatican 
Council, from declaring that reason has its limits, and that truths 
have been revealed in the Gospel which by* his own effort dian could 
not discover. The Rationalist will demur; and so, I take it, will 
T)r. Fairbaim, It is in reason alone, exclaims the latter, that we 
hod an argument of universal validity. Reason, however, as 1 must 
think, shows that authority, if provided with credentials, may furnish 
an argument as valid as any the jptellcct can afford. But does 
the writer imagine that the Catholic Church would deny or call in 
question the “ universal validity ” of those arguments by which 
God's existence is made certain to us? If he docs, then he must 
believe atso that the Church stultifies herself in every edition of every 
theological text-book she approves and by the work of every teacher 
she appoints. Reason within man implies reason without him; 
he develops into a rational being because he lives in a rational 
world.” Certainly; how otherwise ? The Church also agrees with 
Dr. Fairbaim as to meaning, though she prefers a less obscure 
vocabulary, when he tells us that “ to leave the theistic contents of 
the reason unexplioated, is to leave the theistic reason of the world 
unexplored and unrecognized.” If Dr. Fairbaim will turn to St. 
Thomas Aquinas’ "Contra Gentes,” or to Snarez* “Metaphysics,” or to 
Cardinal Franzclin’s "Dc DcoUno,” or Franz TIcttiiigcr’s “Apologie des 
Christenthums,” he may satisfy liimsclf that the work of " explicating 
the theistic contents of the reason ” has been carried to as great 
lengths in Catholic as in Rationalistic circles, and by means of as 
large an apparatus of terms, reasonings, and definitions. Does not 
the very name of Natural Theology imply all this, and is it not a 
branch as milch as Revealed Theology itself of the Catholic 
Encyclopedia ? 

But Cardinal Newman? How do I reconcile his views with what 
I have been affirming ? For example, when he says that, if we con¬ 
sider "the faculty of reason actuallyand historically,” it tends "towards 
a simple unbelief in matters of religion ; ” or speaks of the “suicidal 
excesses” of freedom of thought, and of “the all-corroding, all¬ 
dissolving scepticism of the intellect in religious inquiries; ” again, 
ho has put it on record that to his mind “ it is a great question 
whether atheism is not as philosojihically consistent with the phe¬ 
nomena of the physical world, taken by themselves, as the doctriife 
of a creative and governing power.” This would appear to deny that 
“ manifest reason in the things that are made ” of which I spoke a 
moment ago. And as it is with Nature, in Cardinal Newman's view, 
so it seems to he with “ the living busy world ” of men. His whole 
being is full of belief in God, but, when he looks out of himself, 
“ the world seems simply to give the lie to that great truth,” and he 
sees in it “ no reflection of the Creator.” What persuades him, he 
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tells us,. is the voice speaking in his conscience^ but for^vrBiohi vhen 
he looks into the worlds he should be an sitheiBt> or a paiitheistj 'or a 
polytheist He adds, indeed, after these strong expressions; " I am 
far from denying the real force of the arguments in proof of a God 
dravn from the general facts of human society and the course of 
history, but these do not -warm or enlighten me; thej do not,” he 
says, with the exquisite pathos that has come home to us allT— they 
do not take away the winter of sny desolation, or make the buds un« 
fold, and the leaves grow within me, and my moral being. rejoice/*' 
He considers the world in its lengtli and breadth, heaping up all that 
he knows of its miseries, its corruption, its ** dreary, hopeless irreli' ' 
gion,” the disappointments of life, the defeat of good, the success 
of evil;" and he concludes: “ all this is a vision to dizzy and appal j 
and inflicts upon the mind the sense of a profound mystery, which 
is absolutely beyond human solution." You ask, after reading these 
and the like words, could Montaigne or Schopenhauer exceed their 
bitterness or their apparent disbelief iu God ? 

But are we not doing them violence to treat such mournful out¬ 
pourings of a great and religious spirit, contcmplatiug the ways of 
man, as aught else than suspiria de profundis t Were they meant 
for the anvil of logic, to be smitten into arguments and fashioned into 
syllogisms as with strokes of a hammer? They do hold a deep, pn 
undeniable meaning for the sympathetic car to which they are 
addressed; and in a most real sense they preach to us a lesson from , 
life as it exists around us. The harm in them would be if they con¬ 
cluded to no God: but their coiicluaiou is far different. Cardinal 
Newman docs not say, does not think, that man and nature were 
created by a malignant demon. The human race is implicated in 
some terrible aboriginal calamity; be holds it to be certain that 
it is out of joint with the purposes of its Creator,” for he knows 
well that the Creator is righteous—so much his conscience reveals to 
him—and a righteous Being could not have made the world as we 
And it. Here, again, there may be thoughts that lie top deep for 
words, though not for reason " musing upon many things,” and going 
down to depths where language becomes mysterious and almost of 
necessity perplexed. But he is not an atheist who recognizes the 
wide dominion of sin and death in this lower realm, unless St» John 
denied God when he wrote, Totus mundus positus est in malipno, and 
St. Paul, in tho first of Romans, as he drew that overwhelming picture 
of a world given up to Satan. Surely the Bible is not the recoil of 
optimism; and devout men in all ages have felt, even as Cardinal NeW- • 
man feels, that "the sight of the world is nothing else than the prophet^s 
scroll, full of' lamentations, and mourning, and woe/*' Do we imagine > 
;the saints of any religion as cheerful-minded men, satisfied that> on. 
the whole, all is fop the best in the best of all possibly worlds, assttfed 
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of progress and the supremacy of reason in most of. the human crea¬ 
tures they encounter, and ready to resent a gloomy description of the 
past or the present of mankind as "implicit'^ atheism? I should 
liave thought Cardinal Newman’s pages were, to an* observant 
mind, their own justification. He grants the promise of man's 
being—what reason, conscience, social forces could effect, and in 
their nature ought to effect, but what as a matter.of history they 
have been hindered by some inscrutable power from effecting; and 
he says that such a contrast,bctwccu promise and fulfilment is heart- 
piercing, reason-bewildering. Is it not ? Or will the critic main¬ 
tain with easy attitude’that it lcavc.s him unmoved? There is reason 
in man and outside of him; it cannot he denied; but how shall wc 
reconcile with reason the dreadful phenomena to which Cardinal 
Newman points ? Is it possible to do so otherwise than by asserting 
that the Ideal exists, that it has left sutlicicut tokens in the world 
to convince us of its existence, and that sin and pain and death 
must in some way be consistent with the trutli of the Ideal, if only 
thoy do not triumph in the end, but are destined to be one day 
triumphed over? To make light of them as an illusion, or to merge 
them iu tlie iilea of the good they oppose, or to enthrone them above 
it—and all this has been attempted by philosopliers—is a far less 
treasonable method tliari Cardinal Newman's, which insists that, 
whether we can explain them or no, they are due to an aboriginal 
calamity of wliich God was not the author, and that their existence 
does not warrant scepticism about II is. Dr. Fairbairn has spoken 
of Cardinal Newman's “complex confusion of thought;" in the 
passages 1 have quoted tlic thought is eomplc.x, but surely not con¬ 
fused, and it is^so because life itself is a tangled skein. Why should 
we pretend a simplicity iu things for which there is no fouud&tiouf' 
There arc clues put into our hands; bolding tliera fast, we guide our¬ 
selves in the labyrinfli; but a labyrinth it remains till life is ended. 

’ If Dr. Fairbairn has an answer to every question, he is a happy 
man. We know he has not, nor feigns *- 5 ' have; and why should 
he feel surprise if a man of tra'^geendent genim. like Cardinal 
Newman, being conscious that Hfg'ig'a mystery and a problem, con¬ 
fesses that it staggers his reasor^ reconcile one thing with another ? 
To stagger reason is not fi'^'aily to overthrow it; only a sceptic would 
say that we must deny Jj^hat'we know because of what we do not 
know. The firmest b^'jjjgygy may speak of his light as shining 

in a dark place. Cardinal Newman has intended no more. 

But I,will nf.*[ uphold against Dr. Fairbairn that the language of 
our iljustriou ^ construed literally, precludes all possible 

Still less do I imagine his sombre cast of thought 
to be nniversu,!^ widespread, among Catholic theologians; it 

is more antique^ prevailing colour, and allied with Augusthie 
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rather thau the Jesuit ahd later schools, with Bishop Butler, not 
w,iih Leibnitz, and in no degree with the joyous optimis?n that tinges 
a great deal of modern devotional literature. As an example of 
language remarkably unlike the teaching of our schools, I venture to 
select the ^ords of the “ University Sermons,^' that " it is, indeed^ a 
great question whether atheism is not as philosophically consistent 
with the phenomena of the physical world taken by themselves,* os 
the doctrine of a creative and governing power ; ** and these others in 
the comment added later, ** the question is whether physical phenomena 
logically teach us, or on the otlicr hand logically remhid us, ot the 
Being of a God/’ There is a long and unbroken consensus of 
divines to whom the phenomena of tlic physical world, taken apart 
from moral and psychological pheuomenn, and from the idea of God 
" which wakes up in tlic mind under the stimulus of intellectual 
.training,” do furnish proof of an intelligent First Cause and govern* 
ing power, do teach theism to our reason, and not simply remind us 
of God’s being already known. In like manner we must interpret 
'Hhe all-corroding, all-dissolving scepticism of the intellect” as a 
tendency which the intellect itself can and ought to resist, a tendency 
not essential to it, and the result of a disposition enamoured of 
evil things, and bent on justifying them as best it may. Truth is 
the real object of. our reason; ” the Cardinal has no intention of 
denying it. But some time. or other wc have all wished that the 
truth might not be true; and religion lays such instant practical 
obligations upon us, that it can be no Avonder if worldly 
men do their utmost to warp the mirror iu which not 
only Ileavcu, but llcll, is vcvcalcd. Theologians trained in 
the language of the schools may find, in the Cartiinal’s writing, 
phrases which must be sympathetically rendered, under pain of some 
inaccuracy. But, for my part, I can grant uo more than this to 
Dr. Fairbairn; nor do I remember a piece of criticism with which I 
am less in agreement than his severe (and must it not be called' 
sweeping ?) indictment of the ** Grammar of Assent.” Its reo] problem, 
he declares, is this: " how, without the consent and warrant of the 
intellect, to justify the being of religion/ and faith in that infallible 
Church which alone realizes it.” ' He tells us further that the 
Cardinal’s aim is to withdraw religion and the proofs conceAing it 
from the domain of reason into that of conscience and imagination, 
where such reasons may exist as satisfy personal experience, but have 
no objective validity. I am grieved that an acute judge of books 
and theories like Dr. Fairbairn has felt bound to publish these 
words. They strike me, I confess, as wanting in insight, and, I must 
even say, as decidedly, though of co'urse not, intentionally, unjust. 
The writer seems never to have thrown himself intditWspirit of the 
work he is criticizing; he has not viewed it from wifhiq, but rather 
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as if it were that assault upon intellect which it has been mis¬ 
taken. The likeness between its method and that of Kant in the 

Critique of the Practical Reason^' could not, indeed, escape so 
thoughtful a mind. “ Kant, like Newman," says Dr. Fairbairn, 

builds his argument for the Divine existence on conscience." He 
ought, then,^even as the Cardinal, to be accused of dispensing with 
the' warrant of intellect. But no; he is dealt with more generously. 
To him, it appears, " conscience is ^till reason, all the more that it 
uses the ' categorical imperative,^ and his argument, unlike. Newman’s, 
is reasoned \ it is not the mere echo of a ' magisterial dictate,’ but is 
based on a universal principle, and articulates a complete theory of 
moral sovereignty and government. With Kant, the practical is not 
the contradiction of the pure reason; the one is but the supplement 
of the other." Let me remark a little on this. If Dr. Pairbairn 
can produce from Cardinal Newman a single passage that implies, 
the scepticism of the pure reason," I will allow that the Cardinal is 
at heart a disciple of Hume, lie has never said or dreamt any such 
thing. The “ pure reason," or that power in us which cognizes 
Kant’s three Ideas, God, the World, and the Ego, may indeed go 
astray in some of its conclusions, hut is capable of arriving at a true 
and certain knowledge* that God, the World, and the Ego are 
objective realities, not subjective delusions. Cardinal Newman 
makes full confession that '' the unaided intellect" can achieve so 
much. All ho grants to free-thinker and sceptic is cunning to ** afford 
a plausible, though not a real, excuse for doubting about it." Even 
the "pure reason" is liable to perversion in a certain degree by 
sophists. No one questions the power of the mind to work out 
mathematical proWems of the highest complexity; but Newton him¬ 
self has made a slip at times. 

As regards the “ practical intellect,” Cardinal Newman does not 
affirm its incompetence; on the contrary, he feels more at home in 
'it than in speenlativc inquiries; to borrow Dr. Pairbaim's’too 
emphatic,phrase, he hates the abstract and loves the concrete." 
He is not the first Englishman that has done so. It i^ould be out 
of keeping, then, with his habits of thought, did Cardinal Newman 
arraign the practical intellect, or set it down as incurably sceptical. 
What%e has arraigned is not the “ practical intellect,” but the 
intellect in practice, as it works in most men, doubtless owing to 
their want of fixed moral principles, "actually and historically." 

T should not imagine that Kant, with all his respect for the practical 
reason and belief in the categorical imperative, indulged in golden 
dreams of the wisdom, prooity, and religions excellence of mankind. 
He too accepted, after his owd fashion, the doctrine of the Pall and 
its coiisequenceft But, returning to the " Grammar of Assent," 
it seems to me gratuitous on. Dr. l^^urbaim’s part to^assuxOe that the 



CATHOUCISM AND REASON 


m 


Cardinal's "magiaterial ^Hitate" is simply tyrannoua— a Sic vqIo, 
sicjtfdeo, s/etpro ratione voiunia*—any more than the, Gerouilu 
philosopher's “ categorical imperative." Cardinal Newman'a (trga- 
ment is '' reasoned;" it involves the manifest righthousness o£ what 
is commanded^ as well as the manifest right of Him that commands. 
Conscience would have no such dominion over us, the violation of 
its dictates would be attended with no such grief, remorse, and self- 
accusation as are described j/i a most affecting passage of the 
" Grammar of Assent," were its moral sovereignty not an iotoition 
of the reason. Kant has taken the abstract way, and Cardinal* 
Newman the way of experience, of concrete fact, which manifests 
its ideal worth even by existing; but these two ways are not 
opposed. Conscience must never be conceived of /is ''a blind 
motion;" it is reason made concrete, so to speak, in the individual, 
and revealing to him the moral structure of the universe, not as an 
otiose speculation to amuse him in a leisure hour, but as a law pre¬ 
scribing conduct and announcing penalties; a dictate from the Living 
God which tells him that man is moral and his Maker righteous. 
In the “ Grammar of Assent ” conscience does not reveal power 
alone, or personality alone, but holiness; it is the echo of a voice, 
and that the voice of an All-Holy God. Strange that critics should 
find in it a'' native and ineradicable atheism.” Its author does not, 
indeed, ‘'articulate a complete theory of moral sovereignty and 
government." Pcrliaps the history of those German teachers, 
including Kant, who had "evolved a universe out of moonbeams and 
water with their complete theories," was'not encouraging to a sober, 
religious mind. How much of Kant's complete theory is left? 
Dr. Fairbairn *' as little accepts it as he docs Dr, Ndwman's." He 
wants something more than "a moral religion," even when the 
latter is " twinscendental and natural; ” but on Cardinal Newman's 
offering him something more—viz., a Kcvelation coming to perfect 
and light up the conscience, to instruct it fully, and make known the 
mysteries of the Gospel—he turns away as from an institution aA extra, 

I should very much like to know what is left of historical Christianity 
if each* man is to keep no more of it than springs up, without teacher 
or tradition, in his own spirit. Dr. Fairbairn holds, apparently, 
that " pure- reason ” is capable of disclosing to us not only* a trau- 
scendental God (which of course is the case), but an historical Christ. 
By what process, 1 wonder ? 

Meanwhile, if the religion of the " Grammar of Assent" ia founded 
on conscience revealing a righteous Judge, it does clearly not proceed 
without warrant from the intellect. And if the coinplement of 
Natural Religion is there said to be the Gospel, we naust allowr to 
Cardinal Newman a sure belief that Reason, Religion^nd Revelation 
are in the nature of things agreed and not opposed/^king a nuiiic 
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\rhicfa, for all its complexity, is never discd^aut. But the facts of 
life are stern, and harmonies, \rhich in tranquil moments fall distinctly 
on the car, grow faint and distant as we pursue des Lebene labyritUhi$ch 
hren Lavf.. Thfe one sure guide is conscience, whereby we feel our¬ 
selves in the presence of law and of God. Certain men, a, choice 
and secluded company, delight in the speculative reason; their life 
passes under a cloudless shy, and their gaze is fixed so steadfastly on 
the eternal order that the tumult of thb world is nothing, and less 
than nothing, to them; one may say of every one thus tempered, 
his soul was like a star and dwelt apart/^ Cardinal Newman, 
though a recluse, is not quite moulded on this pattern. Moments of 
high contemplation have come to liim, as serene pages bear witness 
in his writings; but more often his spirit has mixed in battle ^'far 
on the ringing plains of windy Troy; it has known anguish and 
defeat, and the consternation of beholding its ideal trampled under 
foot, as if by some inexorable deity, whose pasture and prey were 
human hopes. lie will not fabricate a theory which fills up the 
bottomless pit with reams of paper, if he can help it. There arc 
divine facts, he says; let us rest upon them; conscience is a fact, not 
to me onlj^ but to mankind, and it will not be argued with, nor is 
its existence imaginable, unless God speaks through it. “ You may 
tell me,” he would perhaps continue iu answer to Dr. Fairbairii, 
**tliat conscience will establish only morality, not religion; but (he 
temper which bows to morality because of conscience, will seek for 
God's voice in history as well as in the individual breast, and, per¬ 
ceiving in the Catholic Clnirch those very qualities which it recognizes 
in conscience, will hasten to accept it as the correlative and the com¬ 
plement of what has been revealed within.” 

It is the nineteenth century; and men, whilst trusting more and 
more to experimental science which caii prove to eye and touch 
whatever it has asserted, no longer display that robust faith in the 
/) priorif in speculation and reasoned ” arguments, whereon- their 
ancestors flourished. All things seem questionable since all have 
been called in question. How now shall we preach Christianity to 
a sceptical age ? ' Let us, I answer, overthrow its scepticism by 
appealing to the first principles, to the self-authenticating facts which 
no sceptic can deny, though he may profess denial of them. By all 
means; but the task has been accomplished, with varying degrees of 
skill, but on the whole successfully, in hundreds of treatises which at 
this moment form the text on the commentary in Catholic institu¬ 
tions all the world over. It is not hard to refute scepticism; the 
difficulty is to get rid of it; one may say without falsehood, tamen 
usque recurretf although it he not, in any proper sense, natural. To 
overcome scepticism in the heart, to exercise the spirit that denies 
and denies again and denies always, a method more subtle And at 
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the same time more ^^t than the syllogiatic must bo called in. 
Nay, I will go farther, and assert the need of a method which, not 
in any way discarding metaphysics, shall transmute the speculative 
reason itself to a living power, capable of arresting and charming the 
imagination. If our century, now drawing swiftly to an end, ^hall 
hear the Gospel of Christ once more, it must be from lips touched 
with heavenly fire. Not as though reason were a slave to emotion, 
or philosophy could not persuade without rhetoric^ or it were lawful 
to doubt of the sanity and divine origin of man's intellect. But the 
^ very prevalence of scepticism shows in the age a weaker grasp of. 
speculation; for it is the feeble, not the strong, minds to which first 
principles seem uncertain and vacillating. The nineteenth century 
is feminine, else its laws, institutions, movements in war and peace, 
>rould be governed much less by sentiment than, as a matter of fact, 
we know them to be. And sentiment is personal, is imaginative, iS 
not a revolt from reason, but cannot be brought under reason by the 
way of’abstract arguing. Fanaticism, superstition, personal-prejudice, 
are not to be defended; nor must the dictates of reason be set aside on 
the ground of feeling. Nevertheless, sentiment has its place in man's 
nature; experience is valid as well as abstract propositions; and 
that highest form of experience, the communing of God with His 
creature in the secret of the heart, is a fit corner-stone whereon to 
build up religion. Now, if this be at all like the truth, Cardin^ 
Newman, instead of proving himself an inefficient apologist, will 
have taken the very course demanded by the conditions of his time. 
Life is propagated by life; the best apology for religion is to make 
others feci what religion means, to show it them ii^ act, instead of 
merely talking about it. When Cardinal Newman says, in criticizing 
Paley, “ I do not wish to be converted by a syllogism," he expresses 
a widespread feeling. His appeal to conscience, on the other Laind, 
strikes home; it finds in his audience a fact as certain and as objec¬ 
tively valid as it implies in himself; nor is there a preacher wBo 
may not convince himself by actual experiment that the response to' 
such an appeal is instautaucous and unrnistakablc. So has it been 
with Cardinal Newman. He spoke of conscience, and the world 
listened. Would it have listened to metaphysics ? 

Resting his theism upon conscience, he cannot be said to have 
denied reason, or to have left it to be crushed and subdued by 
authority.'^ The will submissive to conscience is not blind; it sub¬ 
mits because of the light which makes known that submission is 
reasonable, that t 6 disobey would be the height of unreason. Why 
does Br. •Fairbairu argue as if the human conscience were but the 
instinct of a brute ? Cardinal Newman has not said j^o. Hence 
there is nothing to hinder him from admitting the va^dity of those 
'^formal proofs'' by which reason establishes theism 7 and he is 
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uiainte^eted irhen we are told that he conscience against in¬ 
tellect and intellect against conscience. To him both are anihori- 
tatirc in their nature, both are liable to be deceired in certain points; 

■ both hare been inherited bj fallen man, and therefore darkened, 
though not extinguished ; both, finally, have a moral need of Uerela- 
tion to take-away their imperfections, and, hnder this present dis*- 
pensation, to guide them towards God by a plain and accessible 
pathway. It is quite true that Cardinal Newman lays stress on 
^conscience, and the majority of earlier theologians have .dealt rather 
with the speculative reason. But differences are not contradictions; 
and, as I have suggested, an explanation of the difference may be* 
found in the character of the nineteenth century. To some extent, 
also, it is the outcome of Cardinal Newman^s devotion to the master 
of the "Analogy,'^' Bishop Butler. Does Dr, Fairbaim charge 
Butler with scepticism ? If he does, the purpose of that deep in- , 
tellect in drawing a parallel between Nature and Keligion must have 
been overlooked by him—perhaps because he perceives the* irresis¬ 
tible logic of the ** Analogy,” turning men who are resolved never to 
believe in religion against the laws of Nature that so triumphantly 
justifies it. After such a fashion God might be described as the 
author of evil. 

Let me sum up. Dr. Fairbairn, I cannot but think, asserts for 
<thc human intellect a range and competency belonging only to the 
divine. He sees the Catholic Church proclaiming a limit, not to 
reason itself, but to reason in fallen man, so that authority alone can 
teach it the unmixed truth concerning God^s attributes and Provi¬ 
dence and the contents of licvclation. Thereupon a charge is 
brought as if Catholicism suppressed the exercise of reason altogether, 
in things divine, and compelled it to become sceptical and atbeistic. 
But this is not so. Neither explicit nor implicit denial, whether of 
God or reason, exists among sound Catholics; the thought is due 
to a logic which starts from an assumption no Catholic will grant. 
It is a pure piece of '' construction resting on hypothesis. Fur¬ 
thermore, whilst feeling a legitimate pride in the sp'&ndid chapters 
added by Cardinal Newman to the theory of belief, our theologians 
would point out that so individual and self-controlled ,a genius, 
trained upon the Analogy ” and a convert in middle life, gives us 
rather his own mind than the received tradition. It may be, indeed, 
that he concedes less to reason than our schools are wont; but he 
upholds with them a natural faculty of arriving at metaphysical and 
moral truths. Nor does his fuudameutal principle interfere with 
this necessa^ agreement. Like Butler, he supplement^ without 
desiring to c^l in question, the demonstrations which compel assent 
hut do not always win the heart. God speaking in man is to him 
no out^rard. authority ; conscience is not an unreasoning impulse. 
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For tlie very reason ihst^lie makes it personal;' a dictate addressed to 
the individnal man, he stands at the opposite «pole tor La m e nn ltts, 
whose theory derived all from the social organism, and nothing from 
the Ego. Lastly, I would offer to Dr, f^irbaim.this consideihtion: 
Hoar in the same breath can he bid us reject authoritative teaching, 
yet implore us to surrender heart and mind and conscience, our 
whole being and all it contains, to Jesus of Nazareth, who,4f He was 
not an infallible teacher, was one of a crowd, and certainly not Qod's 
only-begotten Son ? Let him reply to these words of Augustine, so 
germane to our present issue that they might have beeu written 
yesterday: What else is the meaning of so many and great miracles, 
Christ Himself also affirming them to be wrought for no other reason 
than that credence might be given Him ? He taught the foolish by 
faith; you would lead them by reason. He cried out that He waif ^ 
to be believed; you cry out against it. He had praise for them 
that believed ; you rebuke them sharply." There spoke the voice of 
Christian antiquity. Dr. Fairbairn grants that, if we follow it, we 
shall yield ourselves to the Roman Church; nay, that authority can¬ 
not he allowed in any shape, or Catholics wc must all become unless 
we will disregard both history and logic. He seems*<to have re¬ 
habilitated in his own fashion the dilemma which, as attributed to 
Cardinal Newman, he could not away with—to tell us that, obeying 
Christas authority, wc should go on to the consummation and acknow¬ 
ledge His Vicar, or else join the anarchists in their cry, Dieu ni 
maitre, and worship self-will as our only God. For self-will is con¬ 
sistent Rationalism. But how the world is to be persuaded of the 
Gospel without authority, he docs not say: nor what fragments of^ 
the Gospel a capricious Liberal Protestantism disdainful of authority 
would leave for the world s acceptance. When this has been cleared 
up, Catholics will be ready to discuss the innumerable questions Dr. 
Fairbairn has raised concerning the Church’s relation to her Master 
on the one hand as to modern civilization on the other. 

William Barky, D.D. 


z z 2 



THE ESTABLISHED CHURCH IN THE 

VILLAGE. 


D isestablishment and Dlsendowment arc within measur¬ 
able distance. It is a case in which prophecy is both easy 
and safe. * One could hardly be far out in naming a jear, by no 
me^bs remote, when the Church of England, as a branch of the Civil 
Se^^e, will have ceased to exist. The forces which have been 
gfadlially developing to this purpose are now well-nigh perfected for 
their work. The steadily proceeding detachment of the people—as 
the Bible was put into their bands and education the more enabled 
them to read it—from the form of Christianity imposed upon them 
by ttie State, has long reached a limit depriving the Church of all 
prejeensiou to be considered national in comprehension. We live five 
cen'turics after Wiclif. The State, we know, in times past was not 
corextensive with the nation, but it is to be so in the future; and 
what the oligarchy of the past could impose the democracy of the 
future can depose. No one will rationally question the right of the 
people, attained to their political majority, to order their wajd as 
may seem best to them. It is little likely that a Legislature elected 
mainly by the lower orders will care to continue in its pride of place 
and possessions an institution from which the lower orders derive only a 
shadowy benefit. If not at oncer, then certainly ere long, the prole¬ 
tariate as a body will perceive that the tithes of the Church* consti¬ 
tute an endowment for those socially above them; that they reward 
a profession for which they are not eligible. When this fact is 
realized, it will be idle to urge that the tithes of the Church are hi 
effect a provision for the spiritual needs of the poor, enabling them 
to obtain witjiout money and without price the food their souls crive. 
If we get the comfortable words (and we only get them in common 
with the rich), the .poor will reply, the clergy as their shi^ get 
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the pecuniary solatium; and'thia, if of leas real^ is of more imme¬ 
diate importance. The artisan and the agricultural laboyrer know 
very well—and ere long the fall significance of the fact will come 
home to their minds—that neither they nor any child of theirs has 
any part or lot in those material good things. The ministry is a 
profession barred to them. No bishop—not even he who^e modest 
income of two thousand a year does not seem to interpose so im* 
measurable a* space between thci palace of my lord aud the cottage of 
his humble brother—would ordain one of them. I am anticipating 
here the language of the proletariate as it will be general among 
them in a few years. It is heard now within walls, and here and 
there; but ere long it is destined to be proclaimed from the house¬ 
top, from street to street, and from village to village. People whose 
lives range from luxurious clubs to equally luxurious homes,'and 
whose conversation is wholly in such an earthly paradise as money 
can call up about them, will pooh-pooh this. It is an idle chimeera, 
they will say; a false creation proceeding from a heat-oppressed 
brain*. Hut history .is full of the fate of the pooh-poohers. It is 
they* whose faces ultimately wear the whitest look. Cassandra'a 
ravings arc listened to at last, though too late. Let us try and see,, 
even in an afl'air not involving the fate of an empire, somewhat 
beyond tbc tips of our noses, and have an car for the first mutteringa 
of a storm which is ere long to burst over our heads. 

The admission of two millions of the sons of toil to the franchise 
is an accomplished fact, but the increase of the electorate, we are 
told, is not to cud here. Sooner or later, and probably sooner, the 
sex which has hitherto been jealously kept without the pale of the 
Constitution, will be admitted to the riglits of citizenship, and givea 
^ voice in their own and their fellow-countrymen's, government. 
*What the attitude of these new voters will be upon political‘questions 
generally it is impossible to forecast; but it is complacently held by 
the privileged clergy that, on the question of the Established Church 
at least, it will be in favour of things as they arc. Certainly the 
present attitude of the female mind is presbyter-phil, but all thiugs 
considered, the privileged clergy will hardly do wisely to reckon on the 
affection as chronic. It is probably not in the eternal order of 
things. We must remember upon what stuff our women have been 
mentally brought up. '' Maugnall's Questions," a book of French 
conversations, a pianoforte instructor—these were the chief items in 
a mental fare, tasted, even such as it was, rather than eaten. But 
now, in the picturesque phrasing of Lord Beaconsfield, ''highborn 
damsels in gilded saloons prattle about protoplasm; while soon, 
under the strengthening influences of Girton and the substantial fare 
prpvided at high schools, we may look to spe the daughters of 
England generally brace themselves to something more, roWt than 
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tbe cultus of the rcrereiid as it is in wideawakes, liengthy coat¬ 
tails, we may be sure, will have their charm taken out of them. . In 
that day it would not be surprising to see the disenchanted eyes 
look with jealous regard upon endowments appropriated to men 
whilst drawn from land upon which women equally with men must 
be parasitic. ^ No bishop, it is needless to say, however modest his 
honorarium or whatever his gallantry, could be of service here. 
The Christian temple admits of no priestess. 

That the end is near—the end of the long connection between 
Church and State in this island—many signs have of late contributed 
to declare. At the Church Congress Disestablishment has been 
made a leading feature of discussion, a circumstance which would 
hardly have obtained had Disestablishment seemed remote. Still 
more ominous is the discussion itself. When a besieged city 
makes a demonstration of its resources, and the demonstration 
proves to be one of weakness, the fall of that city is assured and 
imminent. Episcopal charges, too, have been largely occupied with 
the question. , More remarkably, Mr. Gladstone’s letter teV the 
Bishop of St. Asaph, by its omissions, virtually surrendered* the 
Establishmentarian position. Tacitly admittiug that Disestablish¬ 
ment was inevitable, it only entreated that it miglit not be made 
disgraceful to the Church. Disestablishment, said the then Premier, 
ccfuld only bring disgrace to the Church if it were immediately 
occasioned by one of two circumstances—either the indifference, 
apathy, and deadness of the Church, or dissensions amongst its 
members. Dismissing the former alternative as outside the pale of 
probability, Mr. Gladstone set himself to implore the clergy not to 
let the latter be *the case. 

And over his latest utterance on the subject the shadow of. 
the coming event is not less distinctly thrown. In a few brief 
paragraphs, written with confessed reluctance, the manifesto to the 
electors of Mid-Lothian refers to the question of the Established 
Church in ^England. A tone of sadness pervades and dominates the 
passage, but an undertone of hope runs through and rel.bves it. The 
sadness is due to the conviction—not expressed, but implied—that 
Disestablishment cannot be prevented, but the ex-Premier takes 
.comfort from anticipating that its results will not he so disastrous 
as some of his followers imagine. And it will not be yet: Dis¬ 
establishment belongs to the dim and distant courses of the future." 
So yast a question, he says, cannot become practical till the public 
mind has been made familiar with it by thorough discussion, and 
then only " with a large observance of the principles of equity and 
liberality, as well as with the general consent of the nation." Nor 
will the change when, brought about produce the evil some anticipate. 
Mr. Gladstone points out to despondent Churchmen the gteat 
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dovelopment in the Church dozing the last fifty yean of the powera 
of Tolnntazy aupport; and he notices that the abridginents of her 
prerogatives as an Establiahinent,. which hare been ftequent of late 
yean, have brought about no decrease of her spiritual and social 
strength, but have been attend^ with an increase of it. All .1^ 
be regards as fraught with happy promise for the future, and in the 
event of Disestablishment he has a strong conviction that the 
vitality of the Church of England will be found equal to fdl the 
needs of the occasiou.^^ In thus directing the attention of those of 
his friends who dread what he himself dislikes to the sunny side of 
the cloud, and in pointing out the way in which the clergy may lay 
''a good foundation for the time to come/' Mr. Gladstone*renders 
the truest service to the Church. But in assigning a dim and 
distant date to Disestablishment he misleads any who may take his 
prophecy seriously. Probably he himself knows that he ia only 
shutting his eyes to what he does not want to sec. It is hardly 
possible to assign to any question nowadays—and certainly not to a 
question oceupying the position of Disestablishment—a' dim and 
distant future for its solution. The conditions of political and social 
life to-day are a hotbed that forces questions to early iqatunty. 
Public opinion no longer travels on a stage-coach. 

It is not necessary to notice here the general arguments adduced 
on the side of the Establishment, and those which relate specially 
to the rural Church 1 shall notice further on. The general arguments 
have been very suflSciently answered by the testimony given ■ of the 
results of Disestablishment in the case of the sister Church in 
Ireland. Disestablishment had brought, said Canon Jellett at the 
Church Congress of 1881, six distinct gains to thb Irish Chmroh, 
** and these in many ways great." Briefly, they were all gains to the 
greater spirituality of the Church. To set against them there were 
but three losses—the loss of property, a change in the system of 
nomination to benefices, and the absence of a place for a 
learned clergy; and these (certainly if we. except the last, which 
alone the Canon ventured to speak of as not imaginary) are 
capable of being regarded as gains in effect. Thus the case for 
an established and endowed clergy gains nothing from the ex¬ 
perience of the disestablished and disendowed Church in Ireland. 
It has, besides, an extrinsic element of weakness in the fact 
that it has been made out—aud notably at the Church Congress 
of 1884—by those who might with perfect charity be looked 
upon as unconsciously biassed. The patron of ten livings, the. 
occupant of a famous See, and a beneficed clergyman, at any rate, 
might be supposed, not unreasonably, to look with eyes far from un- 
Akvonrable at the merits of an Established Church. Moreover, the 
case for the Established Church is generally regarded as strongest in 
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respect to its position in the village. Disestablishment^ it is urged, 
might not perhaps make much difference to the town, hut to the 
village it would be simply disastrous. It may be well therefore, if 
one who has a more or less perfect understandiug that tray, and who 
as a member of the Church of England cannot reasonably be regarded 
as prejudiced against her, sets forth the case concerning her as it is 
in the rural districts, nothing extenuating, and setting down nought 
in malice. 

t) 

The Established Church in the village is the subject of much 
misconception. This misconception it owes to poetry and painting, 
and shares with rural life generally. Those arts, admirable guides 
in the realms of the ideal, when they take in hand the present are 
apt to throw a glamour over things actual which dazzles if it does 
not blind. As a consequence, when any one not to the manner born 
or accustomed thinks of rural life in its secular features he at once 
has in his mind pleasant conceits of madrigals and posies, rustic 
sports on village greens, swains and shepherdesses theatrically 
costumed, au aged, probably blind, fiddler, milkmaids^* songs, and 
sheets smelling of lavender.*^ AU very well in poetry or painting. 
Similarly, when he thinks of the church in the village, at once 
breaks on his mind the sweet clangour of joyous bells pealing across 
lowlands of tranquil beauty. The hill-seated village rises clambering 
from the plain, wrapped in a soft haze of summer sunshine. Erom 
white, rosc-embowered cottages come simple, soberly clothed folk, 
bending slow steps to the grey ivy-clad church. On the way they 
exchange greetings one witli another, and, falling into companies, 
the elders, gravely talking, go before, while the younger people, 
sorting themselves out iu twos and twos, follow after. Haply, at 
the lich-gate or under the gnarled yew-tree they meet the faithful 
pastor, who has a kindly word for all, and together they reverently 
enter the sacred building. The picture is pretty enough, idyllic, 
with a retainiug charm like that which his brilliant disciple found in 
Socrates' talk. But it is far from the truth. I do not say that no 
such thing Anywhere obtains—memories of my own ar; suffused and 
softened with such roseate tints; but taking the length and breadth 
of rural England, the picture is as misleading as any novel of 
Marryat's as to the realities of sea-life. The atmosphere is wholly 
false. And if we accompany the imagined worshippers within the 
church, we shall find the reality very different from the conception. 
The simple tender faith, the hearty joining in response, and psalm, 
the hymn sweetly rendered by fresh young, voices, the words of 
persuasive pathos on some incident in the Master's life, or on some 
teaching that fell from lips that taught as never man taught—these 
are the fair features in a picture present to the town-dweller's mind, 
and which in its simpUcity and unaffected piety has some pretbn- 
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sions to be called religious. But a realitj Very different' obtains. 
The listlessness, the indifference, the formalitj which afe fonnd 
among ordinary town congregations have their counterpart in village 
congregations. The same display of that ** outward adorning " of the 
female person is seen, but without any atonement from the taste that 
should at least attend it. The same painful divisions of classes ard 
seen; the family at the house and the other gentry occupying the 
chief seats, the farming tenantry coming next in consequence, the 
peasantry proper being humbly seated to the rear. As to the -lads’ 
who drop in iu a body for the sake of something to do, they 
dispose themselves in the nooks aud corners about the tower. Their 
behaviour is hardly impressive from its devotion. And the simple 
tender teaching of the venerable pastor, that illuminates the idea 
and throws out a halo of sanctity, resolves’ itself in tlie actuality to 
something very human. It is just what one might reasonably 
expect from a man from whom the Church requires no higbef 
qualification for his work than a more or less superficial acquaintance 
with the New Testament in the original. The narrowness and 
spiritual poverty of the pulpit utterances, the formality, the class 
divisions, the listlcssness, the unreality, together constitute a spiritual 
atmosphere whose closeness and impurity would often bo enough to 
stifle the faith of a St. lYancis. One needs after such a service to 
go forth into the woods and wide temple of God, and, listening to 
the unconscious worship of Nature, recover spiritual tone and 
strength. And who are they who comi)osc tlm congregation in •a 
village church ? Broadly, they may be distinguished into three classes: 
the gentry and others whose chiirchmanship is hereditary or due to 
the idea that greater respectability attaclics to goiiig*to church than 
to going to chapel; the shopkeepers# and others whose material 
interest lies in church-merahership; and lastly, all those for whom 
the smaller spiritual requirements of the Church have more attraction 
than the earnestness associated with the chapel. Bor the Church, 
standing on the defensive, and having to make good her position by 
the number she can show within her ranks, is unable to be very 
exacting in the requirements she makes of her members. She is 
only too glad to get them on some terms. Of the first class it is 
not necessary to speak, beyond saying—what, however, is perfectly 
well knowh—that a certain prestige has been always held to attach 
to church-mcmbcrship. Children of church-members have been 
taught to impute to chapel-goers that “ no reputation ** for which 
the Jewish and pagan world despised the early Christians, and of 
which the’Founder of Christianity deliberately made himself. Such 
considerations, however, are potent with certain minds. Of the 
second class the village butcher may be taken as a common type. 
His best customers^often almost his only customers—are neces- 
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sarily found amongst the vell-to-do—amongit Church people, that 
is; and he acftordiogly thjnks it desirable—^which from a business 
point of viear it no doubt is—to let his creed follow his meat, and 
recommend it to the approval of his patrons. The class, too, 
includes all those for whom there may be any picking up of crumbs 
from under the rectorial table, and whose spiritual level does not 
rise above the comprehension of such arguments. Of the las^ class 
it will be sufi^cient to say that all those who on the weekdays are 
seen • in the public-house, and not unfrequently reeling home^ are 
found on Sunday—if they are found in any place of worship at 
all—sitting at the feet of the orthodox teacher. This' is not 
surprising. They hear, if not smoother things there, things at any 
. rate more smoothly spoken; and the religious atmosphere is not 
sufficiently charged with spiritual electricity to agitate the conscience* 
painfully. 

Por the truth is, that taking rural England throughout, the greater 
spirituality as well as the greater number of adherents attach them¬ 
selves to Nonconformity. Nonconformity is in a majority both 
ways. That tliis should be so in respect to adherents is to one 
who carefully considers the difficulties it has had to encounter not 
a little astonishing. It had to start unaided in a field of which the 
Church was already in possession. It has had poverty for its por¬ 
tion, while tlic Church was rich. It has had to prevail in’ the 
consciences of its adherents over the material dissuasives from 
Dfssent whicli a wcaltliy clergy and Church gentry could hold but. 
It had for long years the prohibition of the State to contend against, 
and since that was removed it has had to face its discountenance. 
It is but the other day, comparatively, that Church landlords were 
plentiful who would not acceft a Nonconformist as a tenant, and 
there are still those who make it a condition of their holdings that 
the occupants shall pay a ** voluntary ” Church-rate. The success 
of Nonconformity in our rural parishes under such adverse circum¬ 
stances could only have been due to the utter deadness of the Church 
and her inability to satisfy spiritual requirements. And this dead- 
ness and inability, in their origin, could only have been due to the 
Churches being the obsequious handmaid of the State*-of the land¬ 
owning class, that is—and to the blighting influence of privileges 
and M'eslth. The Church was sunk till within quite recent years-^ 
and the admission is made universally by Churchmen—on the part 
df her clergy in sloth and no little corruption. The incompetence 
and carelessness of the shepherd to lead bis flock among green 
pastures and by still waters led to bis flock straying away from him. 
The withdrawal of the peasantry from the Established Church, in¬ 
itiated by high spiritual needs> was carried on and carried out, as we , 
have seen,'in spite of great difliculties. But the separation once 
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effected, it ig easy to* understand bow, nndw easting <cofndittoiUx4t 
is maintained. The charm whicli attache to nn bistodcal Ctturoh, 
and which has power over an educated mind,, has no'power omr the 
mind of a, peasant. His mind is uneduoated, and he knows little 
nothing of history. Moreover, the services of the Church aiw Bpt 
such as are calculated to have an influence upon people in whom &e 
mind counts for nothing, and the spirit—or the spirit with the senses 
—^for everything. It is time that wc should give up talking ahou^ 
'' our incomparable liturgy,'^ and ** that absolutely priceless heirloom 
from the past, the Book of Common Prayer/' The Book of Com>: ‘ 
mon Prayer has its undoubted merits, but they are merits to the 
mind of an educated man. Evening prayer, as rendered in St 
Paul's Cathedral, with all tlie accessories of a splendid building and 
absolutely faultless music, and having the added intellectual delight 
of a discourse from some preacher or other of uncommon parts, has 
a measure of beauty and solemnity that makes it to that extent 
impressive. But as rendered in the village church it has none of 
that measure. The service of the Prayer-book blows neither hot 
nor cold. The worship, moreover, is too little subjective for the 
philosopher and prophet, too little objective for the mass of mankind. 
The spiritual feeling it is expressive of is lukewarm ; it restrains and 
keeps within sober bounds the emotions of the soul. The picture 
given us in the Spectator " of Sir Roger de Coverley at church, and the 
demeanour of his tenants, is perfectly intelligible to one who has the 
• Prayer-book in his hand, and is acquainted with its contents. The 
success of the Reformation in getting hold of our peasantry can only 
be understood on other than doctrinal grounds. It was the corrup¬ 
tion that prevailed among the clergy and the compelling hand of 
the State that first induced the detachment of the peasantry from • 
the Catholic Church. Emotional Puritanism then came to the aid 
of the State, and enabled the completion and establishment of the 
separation. Had "the one man of education"—that "priceless 
blessing" which the Bishop of Winchester, singularly forgetful of 
pluralities, of clerks unable to read, of clerks grossly corrupt, says 
the peasant had enjoyed for nine centuHes—been a little more a 
man of light and leading, and had the Papal system allowed a little 
more play to the individual soul, it is inconceivable, 1 think, that 
the Reformation would ever have got the entire *hold that it did of 
the British peasantry. Rural England might have been Catholic to 
this day.' • • 

Ab it is, the peasantry are not Catholic, neither are they in the 
main Episcopalian. They adhere to Protratant nonconformity, 
cbapql offers them a service that they can understand, and in its 
spontaneous character it first excites and afterwards expresses fhdr 
‘religions feelings.' The minister is not depresaingly their aocii^\ 
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SQperior. Their respect for his character and offich are' not over¬ 
shadowed bj their awe for his position in the world. The worship 
and the sermon, it is true, are not always such as culture could 
appreciate. You may hear the son of thunder " far up the street; 
thick walls with closed doors and windows arc unable to shut in that 
stentorian eloquence. Lapses in grammar and errors in pronuncia¬ 
tion are not xyifrequently heard, but they provoke no unseasonable 
Bpiile from a congregation that does not note them. 'The extempore 
prayer with its personal features* the hymn sung to tunes that are 
captive of untrained cars, the sermon directly from the heart, or at 
any rate not read in a listless or forciblc-feeblc manner from a 
manuscript, give a satisfaction to the feelings of an uneducated con¬ 
gregation which the formal worship of the Church entirely fails to give. 
As a result, what genuine religious life and conviction there is in 
a village is found in the cliapcl. It is not, *of course, to be inferred 
that a chapel is a place of worship ideally spiritual—that there is no 
unreality in it, no mere surface devotion. There is not a little; and 
not a little religious feeling tliat is merely evanescent. The young 
girls attend, in the case of not a few individuals—as they do when 
they attend church—because for some reason or other it is permis¬ 
sible and customary to make a display in the house of God of 6ne 
feathers, and because the attendance is a convenient preliminary 
to a walk with the favoured swain under concealing liedgerows and 
adown quiet lanes. The elders as a body are also not free from the 
charge of wearing the mere clotlics of religion. Generally—and it 
is of course a trite observation—they worship God six days in the 
w'eck witli their patience and their labour, and on the seventh 
they abstain from these to devote themselves to oflcring Him a 
barren lip service. Nevertheless, there is a great deal of genuine 
piety in a village population, and particularly among the ipcurably 
sick and aged. When one observes the comfort their unsophisticated 
faith affords, one could plead with a passionate earnestness to the 
leaders in the aggressive army of science to stay their iconoclastic 

hand till the conditions of life have at least been made more tolerable 

• 

for 10 many of mankind. For the comfort that religion affords to 
the sufferer upon the hard bed of life is beyond conjecture. Even 
he who* witnesses it can form no adequate conception. If not before, 
then at least wheu’age, with its accompanying penury, gathers about 
the peasant's feet, he fixes his thoughts on the journey that lies 
before him. The aged woman, in her younger days, may have been 
the mother of several love-children; the man the father of several; 
but as the way of life declines into the valley of the shadow of death 
the sin appears to pass from the memory, and certainly interposes no 
obstacle to communion with the Maker. The piety, I say, is often 
touching and profound. Let me cite an instance or two. An aged * 
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wofiiaOf upwards of eighty, moaaa upon a bed the will never leave 
again alive. Pains at intervals rack her body, but ever between' her 
moans and at other times she* is uttering; "The Lord is good to 
come and take me; oh, it's kind of the Lord to comp; I don't 
deserve it." A young woman, just passed the period of adult age, 
lies wasting away with a slow consumption. The walls of the room 
are bare and stained with time, with patches of darker colour here 
and there, where the plaster haa crumbled away. The uneven floor is 
rotten, in places. Over the one small window are stretched rags to keep 
out the drauglit. The only furniture the room displays are two poor beds 
and a chair. No door leads into the room, but a hole in the floor admits 
of ingress and egress by a rickety flight of stairs. Upon these sur¬ 
roundings for six years have the dying eyes looked, save when sleep 
has mercifully closed them, and twice when with perilous difiicuUy 
the frail body was carried down the crazy stairs and rejoiced for au* 
hour or two with a sight of the hardly less miserable kitchen. Hours 
will the l)oor girl lie speechless; but when the painful cough gives 
her rest for a time, and the voice gathers volume enough to be 
audible, she sings to herself with faint utterance snatches of remem¬ 
bered hymns. If patience could canonize, surely Priscilla should be 
a saint. What but faith could make tolerable, and for so long, such 
a lot? W^ould cultured infidelity stay’its hand, and think it base 
to quit a past like this, to which it held no God had assigned it? 
It were possible here to mention instances—they are familiar to every” 
countryman—6f neglect in visiting the sick poor on the part of the 
man presumably appointed and endowed out of the land for the 
visitation of the sick among his other few functions. But I do not 
want unduly to strengthen a case against an instituiSon by iustances 
which it aflbrds. No doubt the rural clergy as a rule visit the sick, 
to the extent at least of being able to say iu the language of duty, 

“ We are unprofitable servants.*' But it is obvious that there will be 
exceptions. The parson has received only such baptismal regenera¬ 
tion as is accorded to the rest of us; he has probably |dopted his 
calling as a profession; and in his tenure for life of his appointment 
he has no spur to the due performance t)f his duty. It will be said, 

1 know, that in such cases as these I have cited, no earthly director 
is needed for the journey about to be taken. The travellers stand 
on the frontier of the unknown; but the Unseen is with them ; they* 
possess d, viaticum in their faith, and they feed on it in their hearts 
with thanksgiving. 

It is objected against Disestablishment—and the objection was 
urged at the Church Congress by the Bishop of Winchester—that 
its results would be appalling in our rural parishes. The with¬ 
drawal of the educated gentleman, acting under the instrucUons of a 
bishop, would issue iu our rural parishes relapsing into barbarism 
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and tavageiy. Trnly.a parlous fear, and one tliat> luving regard 
to our notions of barbarism and savagely, leaves ns no discretion but 
to imagine that the debased parishioners would immediately " hang 
us^ every mother's son." But if the withdrawal of the educated 
gentleman would result in the parish falling back into barbarism, is 
it too much to ask if it was his presence in it that lifted it out of 
barbarism and placed it in the light of civilization ? The condition 
of our villages thirty years ago aqd less was one to which the 
reproach of barbarism not unfairly attached. Dung-heaps fermented 
in the streets, lying in front of the cottage doors: not one cottage 
in ten in some villages had a convenience. Drunkenness ran riot; 
there were no closing hours, and the night lamps were often kept 
burning to the dawn—nay, a carouse might be extended over 
several days. At all hours the reelcrs turned forth from the public- 
. houses into the streets, and the timid child on her way to the shop 
shrank into a corner to avoid their approach. Haply she returned 
to her home to hnd another and a nearer drunkard ther£. There 
were outlying hamlets and townships which a respectable man would 
not wisely pass through alone after dark. Poaching was common, 
and for not a few formed the only means of subsistence. Love- 
children kept coming into the world, and the magistrates—clerical 
and landed—had the twofedd gratification of sending to Bridewell those 
who unlawfully intruded upon their preserves and of listening to 
* statements un peu chatouillants from erring and betrayed Dulcineas. 

I have seen children on their way to and from school gathered in 
front of the village cage, and with laughter and jeers mocking the 
drunkard within. He—his swollen face, bloodshot as to the eyes 
and darkened trith matted locks, pressed against the bars of the 
grilled door—would answer their jibes with filthiest blasphemy. On 
the long summer evenings hulking lads would assemble in the street, 
and with stone-throwing and noise make themselves a nuisance to * 
the immediate neighbourhood. At a preconcerted signal the 
householders would rush out, and, laying about them, Homcrically 
disperse the roysterers; to return again, however, as ioon as the foe 
should quit the field. All this time our villages were in the enjoy¬ 
ment of the Bishop of Winchester’s priceless blessing," and land 
laws obtained as they do now, under cover of which a man might 
possess vast areas in different and distant parishes, which he could 
seldom visit and never live upon. How has the improvement which 
is manifest now in our rural parishes been effected? By the action 
of the endowed and.privileged rector? Not in the least. He has ' 
had no hand in it. The civilizing influences have been the press and 
the police, steam enabling intercommunication between town 
country,* education, sanitary inspection, and the temperance move- 
'ment. All this should go without saying, but the advocates of the 
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Establishment will not let it. Even in the matter .of e4uoatum4 the 
most civilizing necessarily of all influences, the Church cannot daim 
the credit* of the initiative. Among the trustees of Joseph 
Lancaster's schools there is not to be found the name of one clergy¬ 
man ; and in the case of the first grant made by Government for 
national education—obtained after years of struggle in the House 
of Commons—the*hostile address against it in the House of Peers 
was carried on the motion of a,spiritual lord I And with respect to 
temperance, it is everywhere apparent that thb chapel is its staunch 
advocate, the Church only here and there lending its countenance! 
When the defenders of the State Church talk about our villages 
relapsing into barbarism in the event of Disestablishment, those 
acquainted with the facts raise their eyebrows amazedly. The 
agencies, they very well know, that have lifted them out of it will 
avail to keep them out of it. Moreover, if the presence, of the 
State parson is so essential to the cause of civilization in our rural 
parishes, how comes it that in the case of united parishes the village 
which has the supposed benefit of his residence presents often a 
worse aspect than that in which he is only seen on Sundays wnd 
tithe-days ? Such instances are familiar to dwellers in the countryM 
Again, if the presence of the State parson' is such a civilizing 
influence, how comes it that, where this influence has the widest 
field for its exercise its effects are least seen ? 1 myself happen to 

be well acquainted with a district which in its remoteness from great 
centres of population and distance from a railway station is not the 
least unfavourably situated of rural districts in England. It is possible 
to say that in this district, in parish after parish, the influence of 
the parson upon the moral and spiritual condition of the people is a 
quantity that escapes detection, 

' Sometimes, instead of barbarism and savagery as resulting from Dis¬ 
establishment, we are encountered with the term paganism. It is not 
meant of course that our peasantry would revert to the worship of 
Odin and Thor, or cultivate anew esoteric truths in the recesses of 
dense oak groves. What is meant is, that Christianity would suflbr— 
that there would be more practical, if net theoretical, infidelity. Is 
it forgotten,' then, that there is such a thing as Nonconformity in 
England, and that in parish after parish the chapels are several while 
the church, is but one ? And the inequality would be still greater 
were it not for the material inducements to conformity which the 
Gbnich can hold out. 1 am not denying the desirableness of an edu- 
' cated gentleman in our villages. For some time to come, no doubt, 
his presence might be a highly beneficent, influence. Education is the 
crying need of our rural population, and by education 1 do not of' 
course mean a mere knowledge of reading, writing, and, arithmetic. ■ 
Bat if the one man's light and learning are only to scintillate in imr?' 
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mons delivered to limited audiences on Sundays, its influence, it is 
apparent, will not be widely felt or powerful. And with regard to 
the gentle aspect in which he is to be viewed, a gentleman who is 
such by virtue of some higher qualiflcations than a superior style of 
living, one who resembles, for instance—taken as a pattern at first 
thought—George Herbert, this gentleinan, 1 have little doubt, would 
be a source of considerable blessing to a peasantry who, in too Uiany 
instances, have not had hitherto remarkably high standards of'moral¬ 
ity in those set above them and demanding their respect. But if he 
Is to be a gentleman after the pattern of the present average rent- 
receiver and tithe-receiver; then I say that of this type of gentleman 
the peasant has had, and has, enough. 

If the rural Church, it will be asked, fails to keep burning brightly 
the torch of spirituality—the function for which it may reasonably 
be considered mainly to exist—what is it that it docs, and what is 
it ? It is a prop of squirearchy; it bolsters up landlordism. Tithe 
is a second, rent, and the parson and landlord are partners in 
business. Tlie aphorism ** no bishop, no king ” might be fairly varied 
into no parson, no squire.^' It would be entirely true in neither 
•case, but it would have a measure of truth in both. If it were 
possible, it would be interesting to have a return made of the 
number of instances in which the parson of a rural parish has 
fulfilled the functions assigned to him by Lord Carnarvon. Is a 
cottage ill-drained or overcrowded?” asked his lordship; '*the 
clergyman can speak where others hesitate to do so.” I am afraid 
that the hesitation, or whatever it is, has not been wholly wanting 
to the clergyman. Certainly I think that the instances in which 
he Las intdrfci'cd with his high-placed friend on behalf of his 
humbler brother would bear to the instances in which he has passed 
by on the other side the proportion of bread to sack in Falstaff's 
memorable account. The sympathies of the clergyman are with 
his class, with the man under whose table he stretches' his legs, 
and only ^ubordinatcly with the man whose cottage he enters as a 
patron. He cannot forget his social superiority anywhere; he must 
carry it with him wherever he goes. Its presence, it is needless to 
say, is a sore hindrance to his spiritual influence. The awe which 
he excites by virtue of it shuts out respect for his oflice or character. 
It rakes up a barrier between him and the hearts of his people, 
where unless he gets he is powerless for good. Ask any labouring 
man what he thinks of the guide given him to show him the way, 
to heaven, and he will tell you—if he has perfect confidence in you 
and is not afraid to speak his mind—that the parson is a gentleman 
first, and secondly a man with family interests; lastly, a Christian 
minister. This, I say, will be his reply if he has perfect confidence 
in you. But it is very difficult to get that confidence; it is only won 
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after years of patient serving... The peasant (and the remark applies 
to not a fev farmers), as a result of the long centuries daring which 
he has held life almost at the will of those above him—his daily 
bread depending in a great measure upon the smile or frown of the 
little tyrants of his fields—has an ingrained fear of the gentleman at 
the house and the other gentleman at the parsonage, which it is in 
some cases even painful to behold. He scarcely seems to dare to 
think, much less to speak hi^ tlioughts. As a consequence, the 
parson knows little—often nothing—of the real mind of those he is 
set spiritually to influence; and' the squire even less, where less is 
possible. Wore these gentlemen better informed as to the opinions 
of those they have liitherto been able to regard as political and social 
ciphers, they would perceive a little cloud rising out of the rural 
sea, and have the intelligence, perhaps, to recognize it as likely to 
grow till the political heavens arc black with clouds and wind. 

I shall not dwell upon those evils in the Church which arc not 
inseparable from an Establishment, and which therefore admit of 
removal by reform. They arc often grave enough, not unffequently 
amounting in their gravity to scandal. Their results are seen lu 
empty churches, in parsons of rural parishes at loggerheads with 
almost every member of their flock, and in a minister drawing, it may 
be, six or seven hundred a year from parishioners hardly one of whonx 
accepts his ministrations. Not unfrequcutly these evils are seen in 
sequence to an exercise of that time-honoured custom in the English 
branch of the Church of (^hrist, the sale and purchase of the i^ure of 
souls—a custom so necessarily monstrous tliat when hereafter it is 
viewed, by those who look back upon it, in its naked and natural 
enormity, it will seem to adjudge us a pcoj)le who id the midst of a 
highly-wrought civilization Imd yet a feature in their religious system 
which would have shamed heathendom. 

Disestablishment threatens, and how is the threat met ? What 
face does he turn—the tithe-recciver—to the foe who calls . upon 
him to surrender; and how does that other and larger appropriator 
of the produce of the soil regard the threatened removal of the 
buttress of his order ? Shoulder to sho:4ldcr they stand, in view of 
the common danger. Everywhere we sec rural parsons coming to 
the political front, and taking their stand in the ranks of the land¬ 
lords* party. They protest they never appeared upon a political 
platform before, but now the times constrain them. Atheism is 
rampant in Mr. Bradlaugh, fostered by Liberal approval; they 
see honour betrayed in the abandonment of Gordon, and' the flag of 
England dragged in the mire. Words ! words! We get much 
nearer the real mind of the tithe-rcceiver when wc hear him declaim¬ 
ing about " robbery of God,” and we know pretty much who he 
means—though the meaning is not perhaps quite so clear to his 
VOL. ZLTIU. 3 A 
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own mind—by “ God." And Low is the threat to be met in the 
future, apart from the coming general election ? Clerical organs 
enable us to know. They tell us that the defence of the Establish¬ 
ment is to be rested on its work among the poor. What that means, 
he who runs may read. It will be the policy—indeed: we may 
already sec it in operation—of landowning patrons to present to 
their livings bnly such clergymen of Tory views as are possessed of 
considerable means. The rural pooy arc become a power in the 
State, and their voice is , to be conciliated to the Church by doles 
and gifts. A bottle of wine and a suit of baby’s clothes are offers 
not lightly to be rejected by a woman nearing her confinement, and 
whose means only a narrow line divides from penury. They arc 
gifts’, moreover, she cannot look to receive from the modestly salaried 
minister of the chapel. In this w*ay, it is hoped, will the number 
of the nominal adherents of the Church be increased, wliilst, when it 
is asked of the agricultural labourer what he expects to gain individ¬ 
ually by Disestablishment, the answer may not appear quite obvious ^ 
or satisfactory. In addition, and with the samp object, it will 
probably be sought to get the parson elected wherever possible on 
the Boanl of Guardians; an achievement easy of attainment in 
districts where the authority of great landowners is paramount. 
"When the pauper finds his half-crown allowance suddenly increased 
to three shillings, and attributes the boon to the action of the clerical 
guardian, the phrase '' the poor man’s friend " will seem at last, to 
be soD^thing more than a mere figure of speech. And the agri¬ 
cultural labourer generally will think it desirable to cultivate the 
approbation of a man who can be of sucli assistance to him in the 
eventuality, altogether probable, of a penurious old age. Thus, it 
is hoped, will Mammon supply the place of the absent spirituality in 
winning adherents to the Establishment, and the garrison " of the 
landed interest be considerably strengthened. At the same time sea 
and land will be compassed to keep out that momtrum hoirendum 
nefandum of parsons and landlords—a Board School. 

This policy is intelligible enough in the case of he landowners, 
but it is not quite so intelligible in that of the ministers of religion. 
It is not wholly easy to understand why they should prefer the thorns 
that choke, to the Word which the thorns prevent bringing fruit to 
perfection. The success of the Salvation Army among the very 
class whose birthright the Gospel is, should be evidence enough—if 
other were not abundant—that the Church of England has failed in 
her mission to the poor. There would have been no need, as there 
would have been no room, for the organization of General Booth 
had the Chxirch of Archbishop Benson been capable of her work. 
And she never will be capable till she steps down from the dais where 
she keeps herself, and mingles among the folk in the lower hall. The 
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spirit whicli animates her in the present, and animated her 

hitherto, is exemplified in her treatment of the qaesti6n of lay 
ministration. The layman in the pulpit^' is handled by beneficed 
clergymen in synod and in confereoce much as if he were some 
strange bng needing to be examined at tongs* length. Blindness, 
indeed, holds the Church. Her cause is the cause of the poor, and 
she persists in identifying herself with the rich. She clings to her 
worldly possessions, though it is apparent to all but herself that they 
hamper her in her fight under Christ's banner. Will she not see 
her error, though so late ? The quincentenary of Wiclif happily 
arrived to remind her of the opinion of one who held that all endow* 
ments of religion are sinful. Only in pdverty, he said, could faith 
be rich. And he was ever recalling that belief of former times, that 
when the Church was first endowed a voice from heaven was heard 
proclaiming—" Now has iwison entered into the Church." In the 
Church of England to-day, quite as much as in Wiclif's time, the 
})oison is seen working. One eficct of it is to make the Church the 
ally more or less of the public-house. If we except the landed 
interest, there is no other class among us so materially concerned to 
keep things as they are as the bencficed clergy and the licensed 
victuallers. The endowments and privileges of the former make 
them the political associates of those who are interested in retaining 
a monopoly, and in seeing that the capacity for enjoyment of the 
working classes docs not rise superior to pothouse delights, 
reproach conveyed in the phrase “ Beer and the Bible," thrown at 
‘Conservatives at the election of 1874, had a sting for Churchmen 
because it was deserved. The tavern and the fane upheld one 
another. I have alluded to the poor support given by the Church 
clergy generally to the temperance movement, compared with the 
zealous assistance rendered by the Nonconformist ministry. In 
some parishes the Church even seems to lend its countenance to 
drinking by electing the publican to the office of churchwarden. 
The dead weight upon religion implied in this is eYeu greater 
than at first sight appears. To estimate it fully one must remember 
that in villages, as a rule, the licensing laws are less strictly enforced 
than in towns. The hours of- closing are not so accurately kept, 
whilst the prohibition to permit drunkenness on the premises is 
scarcely observed. The publican churchwarden, therefore, may 
•derive benefit in his business from his- connection with the Church, 
but he hardly confers any equivalent advantage in return. 

The Church might yet he gathered, as it were, under wings, if she 
knew in this, which is still her day, the things that belong unto her 
peace. But still are they hidden from her eyes. She was sent to 
the poor, and she has* gone to tbe rich; she has become the Church 
•of the gentry, of the righteous; and sinners gaze at her afar off. In 
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many a village the parsonage is the only house in which even comfort 
is sccDj and there it may be in excess approaching to luxury. The 
contrast between the West-cud and the East-end of London is not 
more striking than that which is often presented by the rectory to 
the rest of the village. And the peasant who notes it says that the 
dweller there is the best paid man and the idlest in the parish. This 
condition of things was ]) 08 siblc and its element of danger was latent 
in aristocratic days and days of densest ignorance. The squire and 
parson were gods to the peasant, whose view of the world extended 
little beyoiul the limits of his parish. The former, he knew, had 
power to send him to gaol and even to the gibbet for sheep-stealing; 
whilst the learning of the latter invested him in the eyes of,ignorance 
with magical attributes. Eut now Democracy is before us, absolute and 
unchecked, whilst these du minontm yenlium have lost their sceptres 
and their wands. They stand revealed as idols of clay. Disillusion 
is generally followed by feelings of bitter wrath. The rage of Cali¬ 
ban is memorable when he realized that he had taken a drunkard 
for a god and worshipped a dull fool. At present hardly a peasant 
in a county knows that there arc servants of (>lirist who receive, as 
the hiye of their labour in Christ's vineyard, 110,000 and ,tl5,000 a 
year; but the knowledge will come soon, and when it comes it will 
come upon knowledge, derived from the lUldc, that the servant is not 
greater than his Master. 

^ The labouring man will demand the restitution of the Gospel to 
himself. * The least that he will insist upon at first will be that it 
shall not be used as an instrument to oppose the amelioration of Lis 
lot, Tlie ministers of the religion given to him must not be the 
active allies of fhose who have not been his friends in the past, and 
arc still far from giving adequate proofs of a change of mind. The 
Church of England may refuse the demand; she may cling to her 
endowments and her social position. If we may judge from present 
indications, she will; but if so, her doom as a vital branch of Christ’s 
Catholic CJiurch is sealed. Apostolical succession will not save her; 
an absolutely priceless heirloom from the past will no: save her; and 
even the shade of the judicious Hooker, however confidently invoked, 
will not avail to keep from sight the Divine Figure in the Gospels. 
Men will look over and beyond an ecclesiastical polity to a life in 
Christ. 


W, H. Ckowhuhst, 
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E vents arc bringing Eiiglaiul face io face Tvith the supreme 
problem of her destiny. Other problems rise and seem from 
lime to time all-absorbing, but their import often ehanges before 
a magazine article can be got to press. Oreat Britain’s relation 
to Greater Britain is still her greatest question. Wayward colonies 
arc now forcing it upou England. Imperial exigencies are forcing 
it on the colonies. The very propounding of it during the past 
year by prominent statesmen was a step which cannot be retraced. 

The delicacy of the problem and its difficulty are proved by the 
unaninjity with which those who discussed the matter in London 
deprecated the formulation of any project. It was unanimously 
postponed because no one had anything to propose that any one else 
would listen to. In the search for a modoH vivendt, Mr. Forster, the 
leader of the movement, has fallen hack on the proposal made by 
Lord Grey in 1879, that all questions of foreign and colonial policy 
should be submitted to a council which should include repteseutatives 
of the various coldnies. 

There arc two things of which all the promoters of this movement 
seem convinced—first, that the federal principle has been successfully 
tried under the British Constitution in Canada, and, secondly, that it 
should be immediately adopted by Australia, upon which it has been 
urged by the Home Government. 

In planning her future, Australia will give Canada’s eighteen 
years* experiment more than the passing glance which has contented 
her advisers. What will she find ? A Federal Government with 
which each of the Provinces is at feud—a disjointed succession of 
populations whose strongest political feelings are their provincial 
jealousies. 
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Ontario's Puritan majority lias a traditional quarrel with the 

clerically controlled majority of Quebec, wielded in a mass, as Celtic 

peoples usually are, and used as the fulcrum of federal power. The 

Ontario Premier, one of the “ fathers of confederation," declared at 

one of the Westminster conferences last year that confederation had 

wrought for Canada nothing but good. Had he been asked what 

was the greatest of the blessings confederation had wrought, he- 

would probably have put foremost the''divorce between his Province 

and that of Quebec, with which it had before been somewhat un- 
• _ 

equally yoked as a single Province. By that event Ontario's war 
with Quebec was changed into a war with the Federal Government, 
and provincialism has day by day grown stronger within *her borders. 
At the time of speaking Mr. Mowat was, as legal representative of his 
Province before the Privy Council, in the very flush of a victory over 
the Dominion. 

Ontario, in her own bucolic phrase, is the milch cow of the 
Dominion. Being by far the largest consumer, she is to a like 
extent the largest taxpayer. She resents the fact that the levying 
and distribution of a revenue to which she chiefly contributes are 
practically in the hands of the minor Provinces. She observes with 
concern the alarming increase of the National- Debt, which is practi¬ 
cally largely her burden. She sees each of the other Provinces in 
turn demanding and obtaining better terms "—that is, amendments 
in their favour to the financial conditions of the federal compact, and 
feels herself pbbed. Her Premier's last words at the late session of 
her Legislature were to the effect that the provincial cry had proved 
a veiy useful one, and was likely to be heard again. 

That the French Province of Quebec should jar with her Anglo- 
Saxon surroundings is but natural. Hitherto the attitude of her 
peqple has been defensive, but a new ferment seems now to be 
working. Mutteriugs seem to rise from subterranean forces whose 
magnitude is yet ungauged. The race idea which during the present 
half-century has risen to importance in European politics has found 
its way to the surface in Canada, and it is this' rather than any 
political quarrel with the Dominion Government which makes pro¬ 
vincialism the chief war-cry of both Bovges and Bleus, 

The French Canadian race now numbers perhaps two millions, half 
of whom live in Quebec. They hold -frequent continental race 
re-unions, in which Quebec is spoken of as Canada la patrie. This 
race forms 80 per cent, of the population of this Province, and, 
by reason of its phenomenal fecundity, is fast gaining ground, not 
only in it, but in all the surrounding States and Provinces, 

French Canadians are divided in politics, and differ also in the extent 
of their attachment to thp Church, from the veriest extravagances of 
Ultramontanism to a mildly anti-clerical attitude. But in this matter 
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of race loyalty, there ia a passionate unity. It is called patriotism, 
but it is not patriotism towards the Dominion. The French race 
elsewhere is unsuccessful at colonization, its weakness in this respect 
being partly due to its lack of increase, which renders emigration'and 
enterprise unnecessary and the peopling of new countries difficult. 
To this characteristic the French Canadians arc a startling excep¬ 
tion, being probably the most prolific race in the world. Where 
adventure fails, thrift stands by* them, and as the English race moves 
westward the French expands and fills every vacancy and interstice. 
In fact, it is driving the more expensive race before it. This people, 
in its romantic hours at least, idolizes its language, and holds sacred 
every severing characteristic, and now distinctly aspires to form & 
new France occupying the whole north-east corner of the continent. 
This hope is warranted by the rapid extension of its occupancy, but 
not by the prosperity of purely Freuch localities. From these 
emigration is rapid. 

Of the Acadian Provinces, Newfoundland remains out of the 
federation, a standing protest agaiust it. The other three are the 
only Provinces in the Dominion which have a common character and 
common interests. Of these, Nova Scotia was unwillingly made part 
of the Dominion by a moribund provincial Government, which thereby 
secured continued power without an appeal to the people. New 
Brunswick and Prince Edward Island were induced by gifts o£ rail* 
ways to accept the uuioii. 

The interests of these “ Lower Provinces ” were maritime. Their 
business was with the United States and other countries rather than 
with Canada. To be tied commercially to Canady was to them a 
bondage which proved real as well as sentimcutal, as their nominal 
tariffs gave place by degrees to the high protection which now prevails 
in the Dominion. Securing the Canadian market was to them but 
a poor return for the shackles put on their foreign trade. Anneza- 
tiou has been freely spoken of in their Boards of Trade, and secession 
has been very seriously mooted iu at least one of their Legislatures. 
A motion at this year’s session of the Nova Scotia Legislature de¬ 
manding restoratiou to the condition which existed before confedera¬ 
tion was not directly voted down, but laid aside pending a new and 
vigorous demand at the door of the Dominion Government for the 
rights of the Province. 

The Province of Manitoba was cradled in rebellion. Canadian 
rule had to be established there by a military expedition under 
Colonel Wolseley, The present population, largely from the older 
provinces, has no sympathy with the religious and sentimental fj;ac- 
tiousness of the early half-breeds—has, in fact, just been eagerly 'in 
arms putting down a similar rebellion farther west. Yet the bit¬ 
terness towards the Federal Government is intense, and no party can 
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aspire to power without blustering against Ottawa. While dollars 
were being poured out upon the prairie faster than seed wheats the 
Manitobans were too busy scrambling for them to quarrel much with 
the railway company that controlled their business and enjoyed fabu¬ 
lous privileges over their territory, or with the Government which 
furnished thcc money. But when the golden stream slackenedy^ and 
painful depression followed the orgies of the ''boom/' monopoly 
imposed from without, protection which could not pretend to serve 
them, and the retention by Ottawa of the Crown lands, the soil of 
which would supply their extravagant needs, became gigantic wrongs. 
The crisis of this year's session of the Manitoba Legislature was, as 
in the case of Nova Scotia, a struggle between a less and a more 
revolutionary policy, in which the less extreme party prevailed for 
the time. 

The public opinion of the North West Territories is a reflex of 
that of Manitoba, as their half-breed rebellion is an exaggerated 
repetition of the former one. 

British Columbia, whose marriage settlement w'as based on tbe 
promise of a trans-continental railway to be finished within ten 
years of 1871, has been ever since in a constant fever of rccalcftrancy 
with intermittent threats of secession. Tlic Chinese problem, on 
wliich the voters of the Province hold the most advanced Hoodlum 
views, raises anotlicr (liflereiice. The Province is at this writing in 
open revolt on the subject against the Dominion veto of its anti- 
Chinese Bill of last year, which it has re-enacted and put in force. 
The difference will have to be settled as the crude economists of the 
Pacific shall dicfatc. 

The proposal which recently took shape in Jamaica to add to 
this unharmonions and incompact group a population consisting of 
fifteen thousand whites and a third of a million of negroes of various 
shade, and without votes, was unwise. The governmental problems 
of West Indian plantations are so foreign to those of Canada that 
they will have to be wrought out separately. 

These facts bring us to the question how federation, which else¬ 
where has tended powerfully towards integration, has produced less 
satisfactory results in Canada, and that in spite of special precaution. 
To avoid the troubles which had so often arisen in the United States 
out of the doctrine of State rights, and which culminated in war, 
the founders of the Canadian Union rested all undefined and residu¬ 
ary powers in the Federal Government, gave it a veto on the acts of 
the Provinces, and added the magic syllable con to federation. On- 
the point whether this difference is calculated to fulfil its object, or 
to increase provincial jealousy toward the Federal Qovernmentj 1 
have formed no opinion. 
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A more noteworthy difference between the two federations lies in 
the fact that in spite of much mutual ill-will> the American Colonies 
were forced together by extreme necessity arising out of a common 
externa] peril, and that the United States, in spite of its self-secluding 
policy, cannot cease to have external rclatioifs calculated to engender 
a common patriotism and pride of country. External relations, bping 
of common interest, are almost sure to evolve centripetal forces, while 
questions between, the members of an alliance are naturally disjunc¬ 
tive in their tendency. Canada, by reason of her secondary posi¬ 
tion as a dependency, has no nationalizing external relations except 
a war qf tariffs with the United States, ostensibly devised for this 
very purpose, and called on her side a national policy. She has, no 
external centripetal forces except on the one hand a gentle pressure 
from England in favour of confederation, and on tlic other the 
certainty that the only probable result of disintegration would be 
absorption into the I'nited States, a consummation which, though it 
has almost all the material advantage in its favour, is still offensive 
to the sentiment of the great majority. Annexation remains the 
traditional bugbear by vvliich politicians can always create a diversion 
in their favour. American domination over our railways was a cry 
used effectively by the “ when Sir John I^Iacdoiiald's Govern¬ 

ment was ousted for a time in 1873. American domination over 

f 

our markets was the cry with which the Tories ” in 1878 turned 
out jMr. Mackenzie. 

The lack of national sentiment in Canada is evinced by the fact 
that the words “nation^' and “national,freely used in this paper, have 
never come into use in the country us applicable to things Canadian, 
excepting always to the tariff, the uncomely adjective and substan¬ 
tive “ Dominion ” being the only phrase kuowm. Provincial feelings 
are, as wc have seen, supi'ome, and, with certain exceptions, British 
sentiment is also very strong. The exceptions naturally are the 
French Canadians, the Homan Catholic Irish, who are numerous, 
and the American aud foreign elements. . 

Affectionate loyalty towards Britain has thus far withStood the 
long aud strong pull of the attraction of gravitation, it might more 
precisely be called the attraction of cohesion, which necessarily exists 
between two homogeneous and absolutely contiguous bodies. It has 
withstood also the severer strain of repellent forces from the mother 
country. English feeling towards Canada was, in the earlier con¬ 
sciousness of the present active generation of Canadians, chiefly as- 
sociated with unasked-for assurances, dropped by Colonial Secretaries,, 
echoed volubly by the Times, and caught up by every commercial 
traveller, that, if Canada wished separation, England would not for 
a moment stand in her way. The occasion of this language was of 
course the manifest difficulty of defending Canada against inTasion 
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from the United States and actual disturbances to the peace of the 
empire through her dependency, in which the latter was usually the 
sud'erer from the quarrels of the former. To. the Canadians, how¬ 
ever, among whom the ancient doctrine of allegiance still survived, 
the proposal that Can&da should secede was treasonable, and the 
innuendo that her people desired it was received with proportionate 
resentment. 

Of these feelings England has at length taken note. The colo¬ 
nists are now credited with being passionately loyal/' Canada 
has, indeed, just received a passionate and somewhat embarrassing 
hugging from her mother country for an expression of activq loyalty 
which unfortunately seems to have died with the sound of her 
Premier's voice. Sir John Macdonald, when in England last year, 
promised for Canada that in England's need she would equip at her 
own expense a military contingent. When afterwards questioned in 
Parliament whether Canada had offered England any military assist¬ 
ance, he stated that no such offer had been made. Even yet, how¬ 
ever, the habit of contempt for the dependency betrays itself, the 
more disagreeable that it is unconscious. In addressing Canadian 
audiences the Englishman, no less than the American, forgets the 
boundary line, and seldom fails so to mix his compliments as to make 
it evident that he forgets that he is not in the United States. It 
seems to bd left to Caiiadiaiisp alone to preserve the memoly of the 
fact that their country is in the ilritish Empire. Evidences of the 
absence of reciprocity arc calculated to put a strain on that attach¬ 
ment with which arc bound up the highest sentiments of British 
Canadians as a people. 

Mr. Goldwin Smith has with thankless persistency pointed out 
that the circumstances which nurtured, this attachmeut are not per¬ 
manent ; social life is no longer dominated by British officers and 
officials. The removal from towns, once glorified bjr the pomp of 
military pageantry, of the last remnants of garrisons and Imperial 
parade has,deprived the latest generation of emblems calculated to 
produce most potent impressions. Nor is loyalty much reinforced 
by those who leave the old country to find homes in America; from 
thill; typical Englishman, Mr. Thomas Hughes, who intentionally 
passed Canada by, holding its separate existence to be an obstacle to 
the. harmony of our race, , down to the most disaffected sou of Erin, 
the majority of emigrants from the British Isles prefer both in senfi- 
ment and practice the United States to Canada. Canadians pride 
themselves on speaking English and not American, and on retaining 
English as distinguished from American manners, yet the assimila-^ 
tion of the two kindred peoples goes on, and cannot but go on. 

Should the bond of British attachment ever give way, the 
immediate occasion is likely to be some sudden chill or sense of 
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slight, but the underlying cause will be the sense of incompleteness 
which must be felt by a people neither British nor foreign, and 
having no place among the nations! TMs is of cburse a complaint 
which applies equally to all the colonies. 

The reason why 1 have gone at such length into the circumstances 
of Canada is that, for several reasons, the country seems to be the 
pivot of the question of Imperial federation. • 

Here the question is ripest. Here the gravest dilhculties surround 
it. Here has been tried that experiment o£ confederation on which 
the advocates of Imperial uuiou partly rest their case. A writer in 
the Nineteenth Centunj says; " Here we have before us, within the 
Queen’s own realms, not only a precedent for federation, but also a 
demonstration of the ease with which it cau be adopted, and the 
benefits accruing therefrom." 

The relations of Australia to the same problem are very different 
from those of Canada, and are in some ways less perplexing. 
Australia is sea-girt; she has common intcrual interests. Federation 
has not yet intervened to develop intercolonial friction. Australia’s 
population is homogeneous, the most British iu the world. This 
population increases fast, and as the native element supersedes the 
imported, Australian patriotism develops with startling rapidity. 
Australia has the choice of her own'destiny, and its probabilities 
contain no humiliating element. Canada, on the other hand, is 
shadowed by a doom, distasteful if not disadvantageous, in the fact 
that her destiny is controlled by a neighbour. To English Canada, 
moreover, the steadily encroaching tide of a non-commercial and 
determinedly alien race, as it saps and mines to its fall one strong¬ 
hold of commerce after another, raises a certain apprehension in tho 
mind of every one who looks beyond the present century. 

Full citizenship in the commonwealth of man can only be reached 
by the Canadian iu one of three ways: by Imperial federation, by Cana¬ 
dian independence, or by union with the United States; the last con¬ 
tingency being familiarly known by the single word annexation. 

The Canadians have been kept too busy by the rapid expansion of 
their own country to have much time to speculate, with regard to 
issues that can in any way be postponed, and, though they have all 
along felt that this problem was before them, few of them have any 
opinion as to its solution. They are at last, however, beginning to 
* ask themselves which of the three consummations is their destiny. 

Federation of the Empire has been hitherto, it must be confessed, 
generally thought Utopian. Independence has been more or less 
distinctly advocated by a Bohemian clique about Toronto, which some 
ten years back decorated itself with the grotesque sobriquet of the 
Canada First party. Whatever influence this coterie has exerted has 
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been rather destructive than constructive, as no spirit of nationalism 
has manifested itself in the literature of the country. The reason 
of the ineffectiveness of the independence movement is to be looked 
for in the fact that its votaries have only a half-hearted belief in 
their goal being anything but a way station upon a short road to 
annexation. ^ This last alternative has an outspoken and very able 
advocate in the person of Mr. Goldwin Smith, who stands publicly 
spcalcing almost alone in that pronoirnccd attitude. 

I need nOt add anything to what has been of late so entliusia,sti- 
cally said in favour of the federation of the colonies. 

That idea, once dismissed without thought, seems now to be in 
influential quarters heartily accepted, but every attempt to give a 
body to the shadowy idea has proved as fatal to it us to the Lady of 
Shallott^s mirror. The idea of federation would have the hearty 
good-will of all Canadians, with the exceptions above mentioned, if 
it were proved capable of offering any form to their imagination. 

The purpose of this paper is to point out that no such scheme 
including Canada could look for permanency that did not also, pro¬ 
spectively at least, include the United States, and further, that, 
ill the interests of all the parties to it, a pan-Saxon alliance is not 
only desirable, but possibly an early necessity. 

The former of these projiositious need not be much further enlarged 
upon. The United States has Canada in many respects in her power, 
whether Liigland be her ally or not. She could probably conquer it, 
but she will not. 

Should the two countries continue as now to exclude each other’s 
commerce, Canada, if the proportionate difl'crence of population con¬ 
tinues to increase, would be at an ever-growing disadvantage with the 
United States. 

This result need not, however, be feared. The protective system 
will break down, and freer intercourse will make the two peoples 
n)ore and more valuable to each other and strengthen the bold of 
the greatei; over the less. 

Commerce and ethnical influences run cast and west much more 
readily than north and south, and this in spite of the fact that one 
would naturally, seek in diverse climates for complementary products. 
Still, proximity and homogeneity are the great factors of intercourse^ 
and we may probably without gross unfairness rudely apply the law 
of gravitation to the attractive forces operating between like masses 
of population. 

Taking the centre of population of the United States somewhere 
in the north, of Ohio with a westward tendency, and that of Canada 
at Montreal with a north-westward tendency—and in this guess we 
are probably roughly right—we find that between th6 two popula¬ 
tions there is no great average distance. If we could find out the 
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financial or business centres, they would probably be still nearer 
together. What is more, the line from one to the other seems to be 
coincident with, not across, the prevailing direction of commerce. 
The only barrier, therefore, to the utmost commercial intercourse is 
an artificial one. There is nothing but a political line to binder 
Montreal from doing a large part of ^lie trade of the American West, 
in which she has now, except as an exporter, no share. * Even as an 
exporter she is entirely at a disadvantage, as exports are limited by 
imports. 

Canadian confederation, when it took place, was an expedient 
devised to meet a political exigency. There was a deadlock between 
parties in Canada, neither having a working majority; there was a 
Government in Nova Scotia that dared not appeal to the people. 
New exigencies might protlucc new revolutions, and, if the experience 
of Nova Scotia were repeated, annexation might corac about, not 
only without an appeal to the people, but in spite of a people notori¬ 
ously hostile. 

The United States might itself take steps, as hinted by one of 
the candidates recently contending for the Presidency, to develop 
such an exigency. Federation witli England would not make this 
less likely, altliough it would certainly make it less palatable. Such 
an ultimate intention was the obvious meaning of Mr. Seward’s 
purchase of Alaska in 18d7. The United States has been too much 
occupied settling her own territories to occupy herself about Canada. 
Jlut her spare ground is fast becoming organized, and she is at 
length beginning to take more interest in the neighbour around 
which she has already flung a j)rophetic embrace. 

It is not to be supposed, at a time of the worW when the children 
of England arc playfully picking up stray bits of territory the size 
of European kingdoms, that these other sons of our viking race will 
not be taken with the fever of expansion. Precluded by their 
system, or at least by their traditions, from seeking dominion abroad,- 
they will, in. spite of oft-rejjeatcd expressions of indifference, be more 
and more covetous of contiguous territory inhabited by a people 
capable of exercising their suffrage and sl/aring tlicir self-government. 
Disclaimers of any desire for increased territory have preceded every 
previous expansion of the United States, just as they have preceded 
every new protectorate established in England. Queen Elizabeth 
slapped the faces of her pet pirates and then annexed their acquisi¬ 
tions ; the Queenslanders aiid the Cape Colonists count on a like 
treatment to-day. 

Canada, while she is unwilling to abnegate her British allegiance, 
is unable permanently to renounce her paramount interest, which 
lies in commerce with the United States, along whose border her 
populations form a fringe three thousand miles long and about a 
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hundred miles broad, stretched along a single isothermal, and having 
in consequence no adequate variety of climates or pro'ducts. That 
plan only would fully solve her problem that would secure to her at 
once her British citizenship and the freest and fullest intercourse 
with her alhiraportant neighbour. 

Such being Canada’s relation to the scheme, it would appear that 
England is reduced to the dilemma of giving up, in part at least, the 
plan of federation or of enlarging its scope to the extent I have 
suggested. I claim no originality for this proposal. A paper 
ascribed to Sir Richard Cartwright, late Canadian Minister of 
finance, appeared in a London journal in 1871 in which an appeal 
was made to the English public in favour of an Anglo-American 
federation. The reasons therein urged have grown stronger with 
the lapse of fourteen years. England is represented as in a position 
of perilous isolation in Europe, having no hope of sympathetic and 
genuine good-wjll from any European Power. This, it was said, she 
could only look for from her own kindred once cast off by her folly 
and too long kept in estrangement by her indifference, but probably 
ready, if shyly at first, yet cordially, to meet any genuine and* frank 
approaches from the still revered mother country. There was uo 
reason to forecast the ultimate failure of such an overture, yet even 
if unsuccessful ** the mere fact of its having been honestly made 
could do more than any other possible act' on the part of England 
to l)amsh every remnant of irritation and ensure such a cordial 
understanding as miglit perhaps gain for her in the spirit what she 
failed to gain in the letter.” Tiicre was, the writer thought, far 
less danger of a conflict of interests between thtf members of the 
proposed union 4hau between the various States and Provinces com¬ 
prised in the existing confederations. 

h'inally, it was urged that, seeing that the United States was then 
the second and Canada the fourth of maritime Powers, the possible 
alternative of a commercial coalition between Canada and the United 
States might involve the loss by England of her maritime supre¬ 
macy. This last vaticination is as yet far from beirg accomplished. 
High tariffs have effectively postponed it. Public opinion in the 
United States is already on the balance between the doctrines of 
Protection and Free Trade. The adoption of the latter principle, 
which the progress of events must shortly enforce, is likely to be 
followed by such an expansion of maritime enterprise as .will before 
long dispute England's monopoly of the seas, and by such commer¬ 
cial prosperity as will make London no longer the necessary centre 
of gravity and focus of the race and of . the world. The population 
of the United States is already greater than that of all other Anglo- 
Saxon countries, put together, and its rate of increase is also greater. 
Eased of the suicidal burdens just referred to, that country should 
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advance during the rest of the dfintury with afilendid strides and, 
before long, the continental destiny vaunted ty her theorists will be 
found to set far too narrow bounds to her adventure. Am I wrong 
in surmising that, if once the star of empire should cross the 
sea and Greater England begin to assert control abroad, the mother 
of nations, bereft of her offspring, might insensibly pass into the 
honoured but uncoveted condition of empress dowager t)f her former 
domain, and might even, if left to her own resources, have increasing 
anxieties with regard to the Power that is developing in Central 
Europe ? 

I would picture for her a different destiny. We have'seen the 
German race drawing together till Germany now rules Europe, and 
even the possession of two Imperial Houses will hardly stand in the 
way of its desire for further consolidation. A German-Austrian 
alliance would probably with ease impose its joint will on Europe; 

England rules her own hemisphere outside of Europe. Russia 
may threaten, France may annoy, but neither can displace her. 
But when Germany commences a foreign empire, it is* time for 
England to count her strength. There is no sea and no land where 
war can be made iil which England would not be the great sufferer 
from it. What England wants is power to impose peace throughout 
her wide protectorate, make annexations unnecessary, and to bid 
marauding cease. Such power would be the early result of restoring 
the unity of the Anglo-Saxon race. 

Is such a restoration possible ? I am not prepared to propose an 
immediate and intimate federation. 

Leave that to time; what is wanted now is an alliance on the 
most liberal terms that it is possible to suggest. IHiero is nothing 
to hinder the completion of the Postal ’Union as it now exists 
between the United States and Canada, so that whatever is posted 
in one country at home rates is delivered without extra charge in the 
other. There is a great deal to hinder a Customs Union—that must 
come after great changes in the internal economy of Protected 
countries; but the alliance would tend to that cud. There is no 
reason why extradition should not be us complete as between the 
States of the American Union or the kingdoms of Great Britmn, 
making each country entirely responsible for its own administration 
of justice. This will soon have to be done between the United States 
and Canada. There is no reason why Copyright and Patent rcgulatioxu 
should not cover the whole area, and, most important of all, there is 
no reason why there should not be a common citizenship, so that a 
man, by simply transferring his domicile, would enter on all the 
rights of citizenship in his new home. 

It is not, perhaps, generally thought how small a change 
would have to be wrought to accomplish this great end. It was 
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formerly held tliat an American'whose father had been horn on 
British soil, or before the Revolution, .could not be refused 
British citizenship, because England had never regarded his 
father as an alien. It would be just as harmless for England 
to adopt all American citizens as some of them, while it would be 
much moje reasonable and agreeable. The United Stafes receives 
ail British Subjects into full citizenship after being domiciled 
within her borders for a term, but only on taking an oath forswear¬ 
ing allegiance to the Queen, whom they have all their lives revered. 
This clause of the American oath of allegiance may have been 
natural in the days of feud, but it is useless, oilensive, and unnatural 
now, and deprives the United States of many a citizen of the most 
desirable kind, while it attracts those who have been disloyal at 
home. It is a relic of hatred, and ought to be removed. This 
system of joint citizenship might be followed by such openings to 
preferment as England now places before her colonial subjects. 

There might further be an agreement to act together to protect 
the highways of commerce and to see that neutral peoples, especially 
weuk and barbarous ones, were not trespassed upon. Such acts 
would need to be agreed upon by negotiation or possibly under safe¬ 
guards even by a common council appointed I'or the purpose. Such 
an agreement might indeed be spoken of by critics as equivalent to 
annexing all the world, and so to some extent it would virtually be, 
if other nations refused the arbitration of the new Power and 
extorted tlic exercise of force; but so long as tlicy did not do so all 
things would remain ns they arc. Such an alliance would be a 
grand step towards tlic goal wliicli visionaries set* before them of u 
federation of mnu which would settle all differences by arbitration. 

. Meantime, it would accomplish many of the ends of such a fede¬ 
ration. If this Power made a rule against all forcible seizure of 
territory, and insisted that its armaments should never be used for 
aggrandisement, but only to impose righteousness and peace, it would 
make the soldier's profession nt last a worthy one. . 

"VVithoul much argument, the vision here presentfd will commend 
itself. But it will raise immediate questions as to its possible 
accomplishment in view of the different genius of the two 
peoples. It is to he acknowledged that the difficulties are great, 
much greater as regards the United States than as regards Great 
Britain. The traditions of the former country are very strongly 
against all entanglements outside of America. She is as yet in no 
equal need of fortifying her power. She has all the advantages 
winch Great Britain has at home from isolation, without being 
embarrassed with dependencies that are not likewise water-walled. 
Moreover, the plan could not bef carried far without making the 
countries, to some extent at least, partners in war. If the United 
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States were in a position to need ad army or a navy, lids would be 
an arrangement which would give her an enormous advantage, but 
she is fortunate in having no suok needs. 

As things are now, such a partnership would look like a gratuitous 
and expensive entanglement in things with which she has nothing 
to do. It has, however, been hinted that this state of happy 
indifference to foreign affairs, except where a sufficient number of 
voters demands her interference in the internal economy of other 
households, is one that can only be maintained so long as her present 
Chinese wall remains standing, and that must soon be broken dofra ' 
by reason of expansive forces acting from within. 

Once the nation's mighty domain fails to afford abundant scope 
for the adventure of her sons, she will have a Stanley in every land; • 
once her commerce is unfettered, her Vanderbilts will again have 
ships on every sea. 

The spirit of adventure is strong in this cowboy generation. The 
wilds of the west, heretofore full of Indian nomads, picturesque' 
raheheros, and lawless miners, are rapidly becoming a settled country, 
tame with the monotony of civilized conventionality. 

The national hatred of England, which has had its hundred years' 
innings, though far more loud, has never been so deep as the sense of 
kinship and iilial respect which lies beneath it. The empire on whieffi 
the sun never sets has always afforded young America's highest 
realization of earthly grandeur. Daniel Webster's passage about the 
drum-beat of Euglaiid circliug the globe is learned by heart by eveiy 
schoolboy, and its theme has of late been brilliantly rcclothed by a 
popular orator of the day, the Hcv. Joseph Cook. Americans, more¬ 
over, speak the English language, aud in the commonwealth of letters 
count themselves Englisli. 

The continental doctrine of Munroc was the offspring of an ago 
which looked for the millennium of all peoples in the establishment 
of popular government. Its operation would be to make the American 
look for his natural allies among the revolutionists of Spanish 
America. The American is finding, however, that he owes his 
liberties more to the heritage of his race than to the elimination of 
monarchy and feudalism from his national Constitution. 

If an alliance between England and the United- States seemed 
reasonable to a responsible statesman in 1871, it is certainly more so 
in 1885. If then there were signs of the decrease of international 
antipathies, there is now every sign of a remarkable turning of the 
hearts of the fathers to the children and of the children to tho 
fathers, omen of a better age. If then the commercial policies of the 
two peoples were as the poles apart, there is now a reasonable prospect 
that national exclusiveness is about to yield to international cOrdiaiify. 

If England was then hopelessly aristocratic, she has now taken power 
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from the .hands of the Lords and the landlords. If the United States 
was wedded to her eighteenth-century Constitution, she is now the 
scene of movements to secure a non^olitical civil service, a permanent 
judiciary, and, most noteworthy of all, responsible government. If 
Englishmen did not then know Canada from the United States, they 
are now crossing the sea in streams to study the future centre of 
their race. If Americans then held everything English in contempt, 
they arc now largely ruled by English ideas and modes, the two 
countries assimilating rapidly as they know each other better, and 
both are beginning to sec how great a wealth they have in each other’s 
kinship. They are more ready now than ever, not- only to sec good 
in each other, but to realize the splendid vision suggested by a per¬ 
manent alliance. To England the alliance is desirable, as the future 
of the race seems undoubtedly as much connected with America as 
with England ; to the United States it is desirable, as the past of .the 
race belongs inalienably to England, as England ])os3csses an expan¬ 
sive elasticity which the United States envies, and as the alliance of 
the two countries would bring all the waste places of the earth under 
the rcgis of the joint Power, whose common flag would be a mes¬ 
senger of j)cace to the world. 

My conclusion is that no federation of the Empire will be complete 
which does not make room for the whole of Oreatcr Britain. 


John Rkdi’atii Dougall. 
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“ Manv arc now bo^iitniiK^ to thsit in God’s thouf^ht 
ul' lull flnivaiioii, llto body is insopambly cud* 
ni’cted with lhi> hpirit nud soul.”— 'fA* Call io tkc 
('iin/rr<'nre </4 Dtclne Jltaliug xtad 
Ti'iir JlohHtfP. JuHf, |H*46, , 


W HY are poor mortals so deeply concerned in matters they so 
imperfectly comprelicnd ? I was thinking of such things as 
Happiness, Liberty, Faith. "We all employ these words as if we 
understood them, although their true incaning is not to he found in 
our best dictionaries. Mr. Jolin Stuart Mill says : When I use a 
name for the purpose of expressing a belief, it is a lielicf concerning 
the tiling itself, not concerning niy idea of it/^ Thus tlirough belief 
man grasps things witli his words. And what a holtl on Nature we 
thus acquire ! Who shall measure or set bounds to tlic range of a 
being capable of making liis beliefs and names concern the things 
tliemsfilves and not merely his idea of them ! 

True, a subtle limit is obscurely indicated in that it must be a 
belief which tlius concerns the things tlicrnsclves. What, therefore, 
is belief? We ought to know. For through it comes the secret 
of our influence. It is through belief that names concern the things 
themselves. Who can tell ns what belief is ? Sliall I be anywhere 
near right in saying that belief is such knowledge as gives rise to 
faith ? But does knowledge give rise to faith ? What is faith ? 
A kind-hearted Bishop once said to me : " Be sure if you ever publish 
anything about faith that you don’t call it a faculty.” The good 
Bishop forthwith disappointed my liope that lie would rise to my 
request and tell me what faith is. In fact, the question seemed 
almost to embarrass him—at least he resumed a certain distinctly 
episcopal tone. If you-bad known the good Bishop, you would have 
felt when near him that faith meant to him some charmed sense of a 
goodness which it was his life’s design to joim in. But I have 
known others talk of their faith and seem not to mean by it any 
ideal of goodness that they need pursue; they seemed rather to 

3 B 3 



708 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


signify something to hold on •hy whilst the^r took all the things 
that came within their grasp : a prehensile fype of faith, depending 
from knowledge and holding to be* most true that by which it feels 
itself most secure. Yet under some circumstances does not one 
witness, and perhaps suffer, an actual and even a violent struggle 
of* faith wijth knowledge ? But how can we have faith contrary to 
what we know? This is the vital question of Faith Healing, 
Let us, therefore, look rather clostdy into the relation of faith to 
knowledge. 

Now, first, we must be simple! Our question is Faith Healings 
One of the characters of faith is absolute simplicity and dhildlikcness. 
Pastor Schrenk, of Berne, Switzerland, at the Faith Healing Con¬ 
ference * said:— 

I was attending a tearless burial ibis morning, the burial of my 
dogmatism and of my notions; 

and be invited his audience to attend the burial of their dogmatism 
and of their notions. And suppose we do the same with our dogma¬ 
tism and our notions. To do s6 is always a good beginning in sub¬ 
jects that touch deeply our humanity, of which faith is the simpleness, 
the unity, the centre, and perhaps the power, although people do say 
on the other hand that knowledge rather than faith is power. Let us in 
childlike simplicity try and trace the subtle efficacy of belief, and we 
must indeed keep very simple, or we shall never reach Faith Healing. 
Perhaps tbc best thing we can now do is to take a specimen; for all 
serious study requires to be pursued by observation of tbc very thing 
itself which has to be studied. We cannot do better than examine 
those example^ that were brought forward in June last at the Inter¬ 
national Conference. And wc will take as the best authenticated 
instance of Faith Healing that of tlic Kev. John Allen, of Trinity 
Church, Hackney, whose cure by faith is thus related :t— 

Hy back was just black. 1 could scarcely crawl out of my bed. I 

knew enough to be sure that I had a very dreadful carbuncle.Well, now,’ 

the question presented itself: * Are you going to take the doctor or the Lord ? ’ 

. , . . Tliere was no one there but my dear wife. ‘Well, I said, ‘you must 
be the Elder of the Oliureb to-night ’ (it was about one o’clock); so she took 
the oil and she put it on my head and prayed. Then in a moment, like a 

of lightning, down came the power. I have never been able to describe 
it. I have thought of the old mythological bath, of people going in old and 
coming out young; it seemed something like that. It was so sweet, so soft, 
so full, so glorious. I jumped to my feet, the tears rolling down, but they 
werei tears of joy. I said to my dear wife, ‘ Praise the Lord, lie has healed 
me; * 'and the dear lady looked at me and said, ‘ Is the carbuncle gone ? * 

* Oh,’ I said, ‘ I wasn’t thinking about the carbuncle.’ the inner man had 
been lifted up above the outer man.” 

♦ “ Record of the International Conference on Dmnc Healing and True Holiness,” 
held at the Agricidturii Hall, London, jQne 1 to 5, [t. 8 . 

t Ibid, p, 23. 
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The full consideration of all the facts of this remarkable' cure 
frould require of us matter which is more advanced than any we 
have yet reached in' our study of O^ith as a healiug power. For it k 
quite clear that the rev. gentleman's state of mind was one of 
intense certainty that he was healed, whereas the sequel shows th^t 
the carbuncle as a burning fact on his back was really still there ^1 
the while. , • 

. . . Two hours of sharp pain . did not disturb the assurance.” 

Mr. Allen s faith convinced him that his carbuncle was cured wheuthe 
carbuncle was as bad as ever^ and he now advances this assurance of 
his faith as the truth of the matter; and Mr. Allen is earnestly 
truthful. How strange then must be the relation of Faith to Truth! 

'What a dilemma we arc in ! For if by truth we are to mean that 
which produces certainty, we find ourselves face to face with two 
sorts of certainty : the first, in one’s mind, declaring one’s carbuncle 
to be healed; the other, in one’s back, affirming the sharp pain of 
the still burning carbuncle. These two kinds of certainty are z^ot 
merely distinct, but wc find them in Mr. Allen opposed to each 
other. Had wc not then better name them by separate names? 
Let us call the certainty of mind mind certainty, . and the cer¬ 
tainty of one’s senses seme certainty. 

Now, in case any one should think too little of the curious opposition 
of sense-certainty to mind-certainty, I had perhaps better give further 
examples showing each of these certainties in the absence of the other. 
First let me tell a true story of a man with total loss of mind- 
certainty. A poor fellow who had been doing inorc than his brain was 
equal to, was sent to me complaining that all the day and in every¬ 
thing he had to keep on naming to himself, whatever he was engaged 
in. .Thus ; This is tlie safe, aud here I put my hand on the handle. 
Now it is open, aud 1 am looking in.” He was a confidential clerk 
with charge of the valuables . of the firm. This poor man felt 
obliged to get out of bed in the middle of the night, and go down to 
the City and go to the safe, saying over to himself all the wiiilc what he 
was doing, till at last came the one happy moment with This is the 
safe, this is the money.” But no sooner was he away from sense- 
experience of the cash than he doubted its existence and wanted to 
go back again. He had entirely lost mind-ccrtainty, whilst sense- 
certainty was complete. As the'happy opposite of this I may illus¬ 
trate a^olutc mind-certainty in an incident told by Dr. Russell 
Reynolds in my hearing. It was a reply of Sir William Gull .to 
him when they were talking about spiritual stances. Dr. Reynolds, 
had asked, " What would you think if a conccrtjna’ you had in your 
Raud began jumping about?” ‘‘1 should think 1 was mad,” said 
-Sir William. Here certainty of law was at its perfection. And thus 
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wc sec in Sir William Gull certainty of law in despair of sense ; and 
in the poor clerk certainty of sense in despair of law* Sir William^s 
brilliant reply shows well how thcttrained intellect of a scientiHc man 
would retire for support upon his highest mind-certainty of the 
reign of law to protect itself from the false conviction of his 
senses. 

But we ^can better realize mind-certainty as opposed to sense- 
certainty by going to Messrs. Ma^belyue and Cookes. Your senses 
will be in charmed despair, whilst your raind is quite sure that all is 
very cleverly and amusingly in accordance with the laws of Nature. 

It may here be observed that celerity of mental certainty is 
scarcely any proof of mental power, still less of correctness of 
opinion; although it gives to tlic person an intelligent air, and 
is very cflcctivc in platform rhetoric. An audience of people 
who wjicu alone arc severally tormented by some doubt, will 
be held together by a confident orator—much as iron Hlings mass 
themselves together in the presence of a magnet. And tlie enviable 
public inlluenec of that man, with his gift of doubtlcssncss, might 
lead you to forget that he is strong only because Ins fellows arc 
weak. And yo\i might never observe that facility of conviction 
belongs to low and rudimentary minds. J3ut in truth you find 
it in the vulgar, in savages, iu children; nay, even the lower animals 
easily become mentally sure. Thus a rook having found a wire- 
worm iu several young turnips will pull up as many of the turnips 
as he dares iu a field of them; so sure is he of the uuuttered 
mental proposition, " all young turnips contain wireworms/’ A 
humble-bee having always found honey in violets may—at least one 
did in my presence one day—buzz round and examine for honey 
several violets of French manufacture iu a lady's bonnet. One feels 
quite in sympathy with a bee that could make a mistake, especially 
in such good taste. Savages arc larcly at a loss in their minds for 
a certainty, ^^ewton might doubt- the cause of a lunar eclipse; 
but the savage knows all about it. Tite big dragon has eaten up 
the moon, and when moonshine reappears his cJrtainty is further 
assured: the big dragon has found it heavy of digestion. Savages 
can even obtain from a distance sense-certainties in support of their 
mental-certainties—as some scientific men do from Continental 
scientific newspapers. When the inhabitants of the island of Tahiti 
grew sure in their minds that the sun dipped down into the sea every 
evening, there were soon some of them iu the cast of the island whose 
friends in the west had 'heard the sun hiss as he plunged in the 
waves. The lower orders are easily certain in their minds about matters 
that don't immedi|tely bear upon their small circle of realization. 
If anything occurs out of the range of the very easiest application of 
their senses, they mentally know all about it. Not fitting their narrow 
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week-day certainty, it is easily explained by tbeir broad Sunday 
wonder. Little boys are ready with similar reference of the unknown 
to mental iropressioDs. They pu( their heads under the bed-clothes 
and pant and tremble—'Or shall we say shudder-—sure that sopie 
awful miracle is going' on upon the staircase. * As they grow older 
they will have found out that it was the wood creaking, or somebody 
moving about. * 

Plow few of us know the grounds of our certainty I How we 
ought to respect the life s aim of Mr. Huxley—that of getting young 
people to become observers. So many people thiuk they see and 
think they hear, but never look or listen except for sense-certainty of 
some ordinary desirable every-day fact, * 

Ilow many of us arc there whose ultimate convictions are caused 
by or founded in our natural disabilities! 

How few of us look closely into things so as to obtain ourselves 
scnsc-ovidencc of the mind-certaintics wc so easily pick up or invent! 

l^coplc cannot escape that thaumatropic or zoetropic formation of 
our views,'' which 1 attempted to describe in a former number of 
this Review, using the tliauumtrope as an illustration, although, I 
believe, the principle of this toy olfers more than a mere parallel to 
the formation of mind-certainty. It touches the physical method 
of the organization of mind, sliowing how with scraps of information 
the human mind works up a view which is zoetroped into such 
seeming completeness, that the little wc know seems ail about the 
mattei*. 

Ordinary people sec what they come to sec—what they are taught 
to see. The other day a mad old woman told me she saw the devil 
coming very red and shiny and terrible out of a blnzing pot. She 
saw him then and there. And, remember, it is only the absolute¬ 
ness of such mental-certainties as Sir William Gull's that saves this 
poor old thing from being burned or drowned for a witch, as she 
infallibly would have been even by Lord Bacon himself, his lord¬ 
ship's mind-ecrtaiutics as to the spirit-world having been on a par 
with those of shuddering little boys. I asked the old lady*to describe 
tbe devil. She said he had horns and a beard, and a horrible expres¬ 
sion, and kept nodding, but she couldn't see his legs, though I told 
her to beg him to oblige her. Can one doubt that if she had " seen ” 
them the cloven hoof would have appeared? Of course she saw 
notlimg but the mental picture. But in the dusk, how often things 
take startlingly &nown shapes. And, even in daylight, what is seeing ?, 
In seeing do we not meet the field of eyesight with our assorted 
stores of mind ? So that a struggle for recognition arises between 
eyesight and mind until mind and sense unite in what we call 
consciousness because of con and scire. 

Seeing is a kind of contest between the eye and the mind. And 
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in moat people—in every one at timefl—the stores of the mind have 
by far the best of it. The tendency is to reduce every hew thing to 
something you know, just as the tendency is for the people at large 
to reduce new names to words they know; so that Mr. McRae from 
Scotland is soon Mrl Mackerel in England, and Mr. Selig from 
Germany has to choose in England between Mr. Seeleg and Mr. 
Silly. The elOfect of the national parsimony in effort of speech upon 
foreign names is often very amusing. .But this principle of parsimony 
of effort fs of the first importance in the study of miracles; for the 
class miracle is a kind of no man^s land into which everything >that 
does not fit the known goes by common consent amongst the ignorant 
and those who arc excited. The consequence of all this is to create 
a rule of human nature that certainties of the mind tend to take up 
an independent position, and to antagonize sense-certainties, and dis¬ 
place them in all matters that are beyond ordinary experience. If 
we bear this in mind, we shall be in a position to do justice *to the 
evidence for modern miracles. 

It is such a jump from the idea of modern miracles to the idea 
of truth. 

The grand old Saxon word truth was never meant to fit any kiud 
of nonsense. We all know what we mean by truths, and we value 
home truths as much as we are bored by abstract truths. Faith 
founds on reality. It is realization in the world of truths. How 
thankful ought we always to be, after we have cleverly resolved 
our certainties into mind-certainties and sense-certainties, that 
the sunlit world of a summer's day knows nothing of such 
distinctions. 

Sense and m'ind are alike assured, so that they hardly feel their 
possible differences; and not only our philosophic sense and mind, 

' but Nature cares even more for her meauer creatures, and kindly offers 
all convincing proofs to the senses of all sensible beings; so that 
every living thing, except perhaps the philosopher when dining, is 
justified iu its natural expectation. The honey-bee can trust the 
flower, and the spider knows he is right about that 'fiy. And the 
Positivist can worship Humanity, without any doubt as to what he 
means by worship, so that with full, and sometimes remarkable, assur¬ 
ance he can do his canine sort of ritual before a bard master who 
is not at all above reaping where he did not sow. But, happy Posi¬ 
tivist I for if Humanity outside fails to prove divine, cannot he turn 
his pious devotions to the specimen within ? 

See, too, how happy is the worshipful life of an ordinary dog in his 
easy certainty of the nature of surrounding things, so that he takes 
very quietly all alarming affairs of which he knows the cause. And 
bow co^dent he is that he is justified in not being disconcerted, 
except at noises and actions which he does not understand, oi^ in 
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other words, has not h^ experience of. What a miserable d(^ he 
would be if the unexpected and alarming became the rule! ‘ l^nk 
of a poor dog in a world of modem miracles 1 Where wotdd be 
that steady tmat which makes him so faithful to his master? 

For faith is realization of truth: that is the relation of futh to 
tmth. He who does not realize truth has therein no faith ; and if 
eveiy one had faith to realize all truth there would te no modem 
miracles. But in every man. his faith fails to realize some of the 
truth of his condition, and this wc shall sec makes what room there 
is for modern miracles. For faith not quite keeping with truth 
sometimes goes a little way ahead, but oftener falls a great way 
behind. It is a very curious fact, and worthy of much considera¬ 
tion, that faith can realize some distance ahead, becoming thus the 
substance of things expected. But realizing is an art which most 
people as a rule don't live up to. Hence, 1 repeat, the production 
of modern miracles. • 

We realize thoroughly at mealtimes. It is quite curious how 
obnoxious are abstract questions when we arc dining. I well re¬ 
member the remonstrances of a highly cultivated Don at Cambridge, 
in King's College Hall, when what he called " the old rag subject and 
object" was brought up at dinner. He was right. Subject was one 
with object: they at any rate ate as one. . But though wo usually 
realize thoroughly at mealtimes, yet even here there may be failure, 
even great failure. Especially in the case of young ladies. Let me 
take an example. And please, young ladles, remember that wo are 
■all alike in plan, and what happened to this poor girl might happen 
to you. A few years ago I saw a young lady from the country, 
who was growing very thin and had' some pains, 'l^bis young lady 
argued with her family over every mouthful, instead of eating it. 
She grew so thin, that at last one day when she came into my 
waiting-room she (^uite frightened the people. There was not flesh 
enough to hide the skull, aud her-poor thin lips would scarcely close, 
•and her arms were like small sticks. And her family doqtor had said 
it was cruel to tease her, for she must die of inward disease. 

Sir William Jenner met me, and wc agreed that he should inforin 
her that unless she forthwith swallowed a pint.of milk we should put 
a gag in her mouth and pour it down. He told her this so con^ 
teously^ that she drank the milk without the gag. A nurse was 
obtained, the young lady was kept from her family, and in about 
three weeks' time she came to me rosy and very pretty. Now I am 
quite sure this young lady was not an impostor. She had simply 
got very far behind the realities of her own power over her own case; 
Had she started for Lourdes, or even Bethshan, she would have^ 
speedily recovered from the inward disease of which the doctor had 
said she must die. And then what a miracle of healing ! 
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She wcml(l> indeed, hare been sweetly drawn forward by faith 
instead of being horridly pushed by the fear of the gag into proper 
realization at mealtimes. Consider . how time confirms habits, 
especially bad ones, and most of all habits of retirement and laziness, 
and of liberty not to do what you don’t like. If you indulge in the 
liberty of not using your powers, you become less and less able to 
employ them. This young lady allowed her.self to withdraw from 
the power of feeding, and at last not realizing her power made herself 
the subject for a miracle in the hands of any one who could either by 
• a gag or by faitli move her to realize her true powers over food. 
Even now I don’t think she knows quite how much she could cat. 
But there arc other people who do not fail in this way. It is more 
common to fall short in an opposite direction. Chucun a miguOtl. 
Many people realize too largely their capacity in the matter of 
eating, so that they lose faith in tlieir power of locomotion. They 
cat a great deal too much, and tlicy grow licavy, and their blood 
gets impure, and they gradually become inactive, and are then 
fit subjects for a rather less striking kind of miracle. The 
principle is just the same; thus gluttony and winebibbing have 
caused in them a state of health which reduces their realization of 
the strength of their legs and they think they can scarcely crawl. 
Now, if such peo})lc start on a pilgrimage to a lovely mountain 
country like Lourdes—1 thought it was quite worth the pilgrimage, 
cure or no cure—and especially if they do a great deal of walking, 
and if they cannot eat the liorrid food of the road, and if they drink 
freely of waters on their arrival, it would pcrliai)s strike each of 
them as miraculous what a change he would find in his power 
over his limbs. 'These arc not exemplary mir/iclcs when-taken 
alone, yet a good stout body of such pilgrims would easily persuade 
each other that they didn’t quite understand it, and resolve them* 
selves iuto a kind of chorus supporting the lead of the principal 
miracles. 

JIow many of us live in deficient realization of the truth of our 
cases I What scope for miracle between us aud oti possibilities! 
How little is our faith! What wonder if it is suddenly found out 
for one and another of us that he did not credit lumself with all 
tlie realities and means at his command ! Which of us uses all his 
power ? You see we are at liberty not to use our power, or so to 
use one pow’er that we fail in another. Think what this precious liberty 
costs us in this Radical age. How much of each of us lies waste and 
unused because his individual motives don’t furnish '' go ” enough to 
nmploy the powers he has. As free individuals, we have not mastery 
enough oyer this waste of ourselves. I don’t mean power to repress ■ 
ourselves—*^the faith that comes of self-control,” such as Lord 
Tennyson seems to have at last touched very late in his beautiful 
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"In Mernoriam/' 131st stanza, I think. No! 1 don’t mean that 
kind of faith, though to arrive at last even at that is better than 
doundering about with no faiUi at all. But I mean power to use 
oneself actively—a very different thing. A great enough purposer 
can use any man’s waste powers—powers that are out of that man’s 
own reach. It Ms this need of a common purposer or leader 
{ava^ that makes us sociable beings. How we want some 

one who can plan for us, an^ lead us to carry out a better life, 
who can lift us out of meanness even if, to part from our meanness, 
we must part also from life itself. How willingly men live or 
die for some great leader! Think of what Cmsar said to the young 
Homan Guardsman who, suffering from what is now callwl ** ennui," 
came for permission to commit suicide; Anne unquam vines 
What a gleam of grandeur in tliose three words. 

Kenlization of tnitli! J)o anv of us realize all that is true in us ? 

• 

He who does so, let him as it were throw a stone at the little boy, 
whose story 1 am going to tell. But let most of us remember what 
Bradlield said when the man went by to be banged: " There goes 
Brad field but for the grace of God ! ’’ A few years ago I took into 
Philip Ward a little hoy who for five years had kept his bed, having 
fallen from'a hayloft and liurt his spine. He was sent by a clergyman 
of the Midland Counties, who had watched over him ever since the 
accident. The poor boy had all this while been totally paralyzed in 
the legs, and when he came to the hospital he could not feel when 
his legs were touched or pinched, nor could he move them in the 
least degree. After carefully examinitig him, 1 went to him alone 
and enlarged to him upon the truly awful powers of our electrical 
machinery, telling liim to prepare for full applicatibn on the follow¬ 
ing day. On tlie other hand, 1 showed him a silver si.Kpence, and 
sympathizing much with the difficulties of the' effort, said the 
sixpence should be liis if by the next afternoon he had improved 
enough to walk, leaning upon and pushing before him a chair. 
In two weeks this little boy was able to run races in the hos^tal 
park. In fact, he was the nimblest boy in the hospital, and his 
cure was reported in the Lancet of the'time. 

Now this little boy did not realize the whole truth of his,case; 
hence he was jnst the subject for a miracle. Subjects for healing 
miracles arc those who either do not realize the whole truth of their 
case at the time, or, on the other hand, like the Rev. John Allen, 
realize a little in advance of the truth of the period; os when the 
reverend gentleman with the carbuncle still a burning fact upon his 
back jumped out of bed and said he was healed, and the dear lady 
looked at him and asked if the carbuncle had gone, and he said, " I 
wasn’t thinking about the carbuncle." Neither the little boj nor 
Mr. Allen realized the truth of the time in a statical or balanced or 
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scientific way. The little boy was years behind the truths and needed 
rousing with fear and hope to bring him up to it. Mr. Allen was 
two hours in front of the truth, but not so far ahead of it that it 
could not catch him up before hi^ faith was too much tried, for it 
was only two hours before his “ carbuncle ” broke, and the strain 
upon his " faith " was consequently relieved. 

When people's own supply of faith is so deficient that they fail 
utterly to resize their power over thqir own cases, then it is that 
whoever or whatever can suddenly or gradually increase their faith 
is able to restore their power. The law may be formulated thus—i»' 
30 far as the disease is a lack of faith, hi just that decree is Ihe cure 
an act of faith healing. 

We doctors always speak of people's "cases,” The word is 
ambiguous, and for the purposes of this paragraph it will do just as 
well if we take the word " case ” to signify the living frame in which 
each of ns is, as it were, enclosed. From this point of view, the case 
consists of a head, body and limbs, and it is made up of vital organs 
and of instruments of will. The vital organs arc chiefly in the body, 
and the instruments of will chiefly in the limbs. Now, for the sake 
of our preservation the vital organs work of themselves, and do not 
need any exercise of our will. One does not require to make 
arrangements that one's heart should beat throughout the day, nor 
that one's lungs should take in their due supply of air for the night. 
But the limbs can be made useful, or may rest in idle disuse, 
according as we clioose to move them or not. If we reflect upon 
this simple distinction, we shall soon be prepared to understand how 
it is that faith healing obtains its most marvellous triumphs over 
faults of the limbs, and how piles of crutches are shown as trophies 
at faith-*hcaling establishments. Motives have less to do with one's 
vitals. But motives are everything in the play, or at least in the 
work, of one's arms and legs. Limbs may lapse into disuse, and life 
not suffer. The case of my little boy who had fallen from the hay- 
lo% shows how a habit of inactivity once established may curiously 
overpower or exclude all those countless motives which from day to 
day drive little boys* to rim about into as much mischief as possible. 
Disuse of limb so total that it amounts to paralysis is often caused 
not through lack of power, but through some obscure failure of 
motive or by dread of strange sensations. 

These people form very embarrassing, if lucrative, cases in medical 
practice, and such faulty " cases'' are difficult to mend, and may even. 
grow old or rusty in inaction if ordinary medicine fails entirely. 
But, unhappy the doctor who has " given them up 1 ” Such patients 
only await the coming of faith, which shall suddenly or otherwise 
enable them to realize the truth of their condition, and throw away 
a crutch at Bethshan or Lourdes. Again, when disease attadcs joints, 
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or when limbs are ix^nred^ the coune of any case , will depend on 
what has really happened, but the story of the case.does not always 
correspond to what has really happened. It is, indeed, not always 
easy to make out what it is that truly has occurred. In severe cases 
of this kind a doctor is usually needed. He will generally be able 
to find out what is wrong, and he will place the injured part under 
such conditions as he thinks best suited to favour die natural pro¬ 
cesses of cure. Of course tl^e doctor is liable to mistake; be may 
not do enough, or he may do too much, or he may do what is not 
quite right. 

A small class of persons, termed “ bone-setters," gifted specially 
with tact and observation, do a lucrative, and to a far less extent 
otherwise successful, practice, acting in bold freedom from medical 
rules, and so now and then supplementing the professional inertia 
even of great surgical personages. And where a joint has been left 
by the doctor too much or too little to Nature, these irregular prac- 
titiouers, using rough-and-ready skill, now and then obtain a very 
striking success. The addition of a good bouc-setter to the staff of 
Bethshan or Lourdes would no doubt bring about a very startling 
miracle from time to time in another class of cases. And the risk 
of an awkward wrench will not endanger the bone-setter. Like 
the rest of the staff, he himself will be secure whatever harm he docs. 
As a rule, however, the best help wc any of us give to others is help 
to help themselves. And the crutches may be taken as showing that 
.this kind of help has been given at so-called faith-healing centres. 
The crutches prove that some people have been shown for a time 
at least how much better they could use their legs than they had 
lately been thinking. The lesson is not, Itowe^er, always a safe 
or proper one: thus Mrs. Boardman describes her experience as 
follows:— 

A blood-vessel broke in my leg. .... 1 got to the house of a friend. 
.... The Lord said clearly to me it is to try your faith. ‘Oh/I said, .... 

‘ Lord, I accept thy healiog.' .... 1 was very much astonished in the n^u- 
ing to find that the limb was dreadfully swollen and discoloured, and when 1 
tried to put my foot down on the lloor, I found I could not support rqy body 

on that loot, it was not possible.I said, ‘ Now, Lord, I must understand 

about this.’ .... And the Lord said, .... ‘ You have not activefuith; faith 
rises up and walks.' And I said, * Oh, praise the Lord. I see it now.’ And 

I just-rose up and walked, and went about.And every time the pun 

came on, and I felt the leg giving way, I just said, * Praise the Lord, Ho has 
healed me/. . . . lie bas the responsibility, even if I fall down in the street/'.* 

But let Mrs. Boardman condescend to turn this familiar kind 
of colloquy upon herself, and, instead of settling the . Lord's 
responsibility, let her ask herself whose would be the responsibility if 

* “Record of the International Conference on Divine Healing and True B<diiiesa,'' 
held at the Agricultural Hall, London, Jane 1 to 5, 1880, p. 33. ' . ■ 
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Rome poor creature anioogst her audience, falling in the street and 
breaking her leg, is induced by this kind of thing to get up and 
pound away in faith on the agonised member, groaning ** 1 am 
Iicaled.^^ For any doctor knows too well that if a limb is broken, 
his first anxious search is to see if the bone has come through 
the skin. The whole difference of prospect between life and death 
lies in the hope that the bono did not, even at a small point, come 
through the skin. If the bone (lo(!S cpme through the fracture is 
called " compound/* and the life of the patient is then in serious 
danger; whereas in a fracture of limb without protrusion of bon.e, 
there is no danger to life. Now, what would be Mrs. Boardman's 
responsibility if a poor creature following her teacliing was led to 
struggle about in faitli-hcaled agony, until she pushed a point of 
the sharp cud of the bone through the skin. Defying the pain by 
wliich wc are warned of danger. For pain lias its use, it is given us 
to ensure rest. Ay ! how much that wc accept as disease is really 
of the nature of physic. 

And has Mrs. Jloardman dc(;idcd the terms in which she would 
oiler the faith-healing comfort to her dying victim :—“ Your faith did 
not save your body ; it is just the same with your soul, for true saving 
faith saves the one if it saves the other. are lost for ever!^* 

Of course, if all that faith healing means at Bethshan is that people 
grind Buflering along with set teeth, groaning ‘-Praise the Lord; He 
lias healed me,** the number of attested cures will be limited only by 
the physical endurance of the jiatients, and our poor people at Guy's, 
Hospital might at any moment sing in chorus, “ Wc are healed.’* 

The right hearing of this mode of endurance is beautifully ren¬ 
dered in the late' James Hinton's “Mystery of Pain/* wherein all 
that is true as to our power of neutralizing agony of su/Ferance by 
agony of eflbrt may be learnt in the course of a well-spent hour. 

Mr, Langton Hewer, of llighl)ury, told me the other day that he 
is just about to remove from a woman a cancer, of w'hich she 
was “ healed" at Bethshan ; and he says that, in some odd way, 
this woman still believes she is healed whilst preparing for the 
operation. 

Up to the present I have been examining faith healing as instanced 
in the personal experience of those who are healed. I now must 
take up the other division of the subject—namely, faith healing as 
reported by those who did not experience the healing. After what 
we have seen of the nature of the Rev. John Allen's healing, of Mrs. , 
Boardman's healing, and of the healing of Mr. L. Hewer's cancer 
case—and I could give numerous other examples—we now know that 
faith healing as a personal experience is apt to be no more than a 
curious example of the opposition of mind-certainty to sense-certainy, 
to which I drew attention in the early part of my sermon. What, 
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then, is likely to be the case when faith-healing mind-certainty 
thus utterly false gets into tlie twisted trumpet of fame, and is pro¬ 
claimed as a miracle by those vho know little to those who know 
nothing of what really happened? Wc ought just to consider the 
trumpet of fame itself as represented in Bethshan. The instrument, 
we all know, is apt to vary in form and loudness. The trumpet of 
fame is certainly not deficient in loudness at Bethshan*. As to form, 
pcrha])s the less said the bejttcr. One reverend gentleman, Mr. 
Sandford, of Boston, U.S.A., thus describes tlie process by which he 
was cured. As far as one can gather, it seems that his cure was from 
some cousequences of the evil habit of smoking tobacco, and as^by 
faitli he gave Ills tobacco up, the cure is but oddly miraculous. This 
is how he describes what took place :*—. 

“ At last 1 made a grand wholesale surrender of all J know and all 1 didn't 
know, and that settled it.” 

The Rev. r. D. Sandford is passing liappy in his childlikeness; 
happier than many younger children, who would be glad to throw over 
all they do not know, if by so doing they could be relieved of the trouble 
it is likely to cost them. But, fortuniitely for tlioir welfare, the Board- 
schools will not allow it. It is only when adult—and shall we say, 
when at Bethshan as a leader of faitli healing?—that one is privileged 
to dismiss at ouo swoop the responsibility for all one's loudly 
trumpeted ignorance. 

However, all the leaders of faith Iicaling do not succeed iu really 
disabusing Ihcfuselvcs of their ignorance. Indeed, their iguorknee 
comes to play a large part in the construction of reports for the 
trumpet of fame. Thus the Rev. J. A. Dowic, whilst giving his 
testimony to the present willingness and power of Gbd, l)y His Spirit, 
to heal through faith in llis Son, all who truly believe and seek heal¬ 
ing from Christ alone, says; Organic diseases, such as cancer, have 
been healed, as instantaneously and perfectly as diseases of a nervous 
character.” And then he gives cases which, as reported, are unspar¬ 
ingly amazing. I will extract one as a specimen :— ^ • 

^‘Mrs. Parker lives at 74 Moor Street, FiUroy .... for two years and 
nine months she liad boon under the care of'sonic of the able&t surgeons in 
Melbourne, of whom ahe specially named Dr. George Teague and Dr. Ray, 
senior and junior. The cancer iu t!ie eye had totally destroyed sight, and for 

many months the left eye was totally blind.After prayer I laid hands 

upon the left eye,t th right corner of which there was a large swelling with 
a small opening, through wliich an offensive cancerous discharge was always 
oozing; the pHncipal tumour leing in the^cavitif hehind the egt exteiuHng towarde 
the hroin. Then happened in a few minutes a miracle of healing : the cancer 
burst and poured out at the small opening in a stream of cancerous matter, 
quickly jUling two large pocket-handkerchiefs; the restoration of sight was 
immediate, perfect, and remains until to-day.” 

* '* Record of the International Conference,” &c., p. 96. 
t The italics are mine. 
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Now it may be that to any one who knows notliing about these 
affairs all that is very wonderful, but a tyro in medicine would, in 
considering the case, at once divide 4 into what he would respectively 
call the “history” and the "present condition’’ of the case. It is 
clear that Mrs. Parker told Mr. Dowiethe history part of the miracle. 
And every tyro knows what marvels go to make up the." history ” 
of illness in uheducated people: and not only in these. It is quite a 
usual thing to hear that a doctor, whose name is given, turned out 
the eyeball on to the cheek and scraped it, and put it back, the 
patient with two very good eyes looking at you to assure herself that 
you appreciate the horror of it all. What really happened was that 
the doctor turned up an eyelid to find a grain of dust. Women and 
Irishmen may give such histories that the hospital student, who has 
to report what they say, cannot write anything down without pro¬ 
tecting his character for average intelligence by a free use of inverted 
commas. A part of early medical experience consists in learning to 
interpret the overstrained language of these extraordinary statements. 
After awhile one grows skilled in detecting the sand-grain of truth 
that underlies sentences in which an excited woman will stimulate 
crowded substantives with strong adjectives until her whole tale 
is in scarce sober disorder. Fortunately, Mr. Dowic bimsclf is 
a fairly good dcscribcr of the ” present couditiou ” of the ease, but 
it is quite certaiu that the simplest facts about cancer were included 
in the list of what Mr. Dowie did not know. If, like Mr. Sandford* 
he had thrown over all he didn’t know, his story would read much 
more simply. Thus it is clear that a woman came to him with a 
swelling in the right corner of her left eye, and told him the usual 
awful li^tory. Now a swelling in a corner of an eye couldn't be a 
large affair. So the reverend and sympathetic gentleman, to account 
for her horrors, imagined it extended into the cavity behind the eye 
and towards the brain. He evidently supposed that a space exists 
there in which “ cancer ” could collect. But the fact is there is no 
cavity behind tlic eye. And when cancer really grows there the 
most frightful disfigurement results from displacemjnt of the eye. 
How could Mr. Dowic possibly know what was ” behind the eye 
and towards the 1)rain ? ” Mr, Dowic put his finger fervidly on the 
swelling, which from the description any one can sec was only an 
abscess already beginning to discharge, and under bis finger the 
matter came away. 

Now it is certain that no cancer ever flowed or was caught in 
any pocket-handkerchief—that is just what matter from an abscess 
does, but cancer never does. Indeed, as reported by Mr. Dowie,. 
the cancer is as miraculous as the cure. How many “ faith heal- 
iags ” consist just of one “ miracle ” putting a natural end to- 
another! It is not to bo expected that these good people will re&aiu 
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from exaggeration as to other folka’ rdief ^hen as to their own 
" healing ** they leport themadm ^tfareach bddneat. 

If instead of vieifing Idrs. F^ker abiding to his descnption as 
“a folly consecrated believer, enjoying the blessing of holhiesi of 
spiriti and desiring parity of body/^ Mr. Dowie had bem calm tmd 
unsympathetic enough to see in that person a middle-aged tfoman 
wanting relief from pain and swelling in the right corder of her left 
eye, and if he had followed Mr. Sandford's example by throwing over 
all he didn^t know, we might have some chance of arriving at the 
sober truth of the whole affair. 

The condemnation of the Bethshan movement is its cruel conftiiion 
of sickness with sin^ and of healing with holiness. We ought to 
respect religious earnestness. We ought always to recall the MSsteris 
words^ Judge not, that ye be not judged.^’, But the Master said 
also, '^By their fruits shall ye knowthem.^’ And does not the con¬ 
text make clear to us when we are to apply these opposite rules^ It 
is when a man or a woman is simply your neighbour that you are not 
to judge. It is when a man or a woman sets up as a prophet—a false 
prophet, a wolf in s^eep^s clothing—that you are to look at the 
fruits. And what more agonizing than the state of* heart and soul 
and body when some poor wretch has gone to Bethsban, and striven 
in vain for recovery there, having been made to believe that Christ 
will prove the acceptance of the soul by the ^healing of the, body ? 
The poor creature goes downhearted away with this problem, ** My 
body is -not cured. 1 am told that Christ heals the body as readily as 
he saves the soul. He has not healed my body. He will not save 
my soul. 1 am lost for ever.'^ It is for this cause that what is 
called " Faith Healing '' deserves the condemnation*of all Christians, 
as being cruel and heartless, and injurious to the roost suffering and 
pitiful of our fellow-men. The-faith of the sick' is not fair game for 
the sport of healthy religious enthusiasm. Faith must not be taught 
to fail the poor and those in deep trouble. And healing is everything 
to the breadwinner suddenly stricken with disabling disease. Sickness 
is too serious to be trifled with by fanatics. The father of a family 
taken with hernia would certainly, if he followed Mrs. Boardman's 
example, be absolutely hopeless within a comparatively small number 
of hours. In this direction the faith-healing movement approaches 
criminality. It .is persuasion to suicide. For, in the hands of a 
competent doctor, the life of this father of a family would not incur 
an-appreciable percentage of danger. 

Bethsban does its little' best to annul the prospects of bodily 
relief in sickness whilst it lowers the tone of spiritual life.. Andite 
sham miracles threaten to become a widespread craze, for Faitlvheal- 
ing Entree ate now established in many places. The Bible miriicles 
belong to all we can mean by Heavdn, But the miracles of.Loardea 

TOL.,ZLVIIl. 3 C 
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aud Bcthshau come int6^what we know of this earth. The Heavens 
are above us and beyond, and the clouds that are there may be ever so 
bright and beautiful. But matter of<^cloud down, here is what we call 
mist or fog. And such fog is not at all beautiful, whilst it is apt to 
l)rcvent one from knowing whither one is going. The Bible stories 
arc real to us in a way we know not how divine. They are hallowed 
by time, and as it were screened from vulgar sense through a lustre 
like that which distance brings between you and a green hill far 
away, taking from it its natural hue and covering it with what 
seems like colour, though all in vaiu the paiuter tries to imitate it 
with his blue and purple paint. Those miracles stand for Christians 
as the type of verity, firmly true in its truth, ^s the most stable of 
facts is established in scientific stability. The sublimest creation is 
in giving to the highest truth a stability as much above that of fact 
as the movement of the Heavenly bodies is above gravitation to 
Karth. There arc such different kinds of stability. The swallow 
leans lightly on the wind, and is secure in every curve and turn of 
flight. The swine when wallowing is no better supported as he 
rolls. Bach creature is of course governed by gravity. But the 
swift bird with trustful wing cleaves confidently her way towards con¬ 
tinual summer—emblem of true faith in heavenly grace and power; 
whilst the heavy, brutg bides his time of complete cure when pickle 
and smoke shall finally take up in due domestic course the 
function of that small soul of his, which, as Chrysippus^ said 
long ages ago, is just a kind of salt enough to keep his body 
from putrefaction—type of Faith healing: of such faith as only 
seeks self-preservation. True, the vital spark of Heavenly flame 
does somehow liold one together. Yet Faith is not for the 
Body. Nor is Hope mere earthly expectation. Nor is Life all 
centripetal. Nor is the future merely a coming present. And 
those who vulgarize our holy things do harm to all that is noble 
in humanity, whose faith must endure all things, with''neverthe¬ 
less not my^ will, but Thine; " trusting ever iu One whose ways arc 
not our ways, who sees good iu everything we caA evil, so as to 
permit it, and evil in everything we call good, so as to send it quietly 
away; and believing that the Good God is always good to all, 
and strives to be good through all to all; and never' fails, but 
only seems to men to fail. * 

miaeri: bona qni queorant libi semper 6t opian^ 

. Divinam tamen hano commnnem et denique legem 
Nec apectare oculia nec fando attendere curant." 

‘Walter Moxon.. 

* ** Cicero da II. hdv.* 160. Carlyle arctibee tiiii aneieat to 

Ben Jouson, I think. ' 
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T he result of the General Election will have a powerful 
influence in correcting the judgment of Englishmen in 
regard to the attitude of Ulster on the Home Kule question. It 
has been the fashion to speak of that province as an impregnable 
citadel of loyalty to the Union, and it has even been described as a 
place where a Parnellitq could not show his face except .under police 
protection, and this, too, in spite of the fact that representatives like 
Mr. Biggar and the present writer are members for two northern 
counties. The outcome of the campaign will probably prove a dis¬ 
agreeable corrective for those whose favourite reply .to the demand 
for Home Kule is that '' Ulster is against it/* and* in future they 
will have to invent some other argument. The Ulster of geography 
and the maps consists of nine counties, and by Christmas Eve its 
British admirers, if they wish to retain their enthusiasm for the 
Ulster of their day-dreams will have to rectify its frontiers, and 
declare that Ulster really consists only of one whole county and 
some scraps of three others. For in my judgment the only portions 
of it that will be left intact from the desecrating touch of the 
Nationalists will be the single county of Antrim, and certain 
divisions of Down, Armagh, and Derry. By a majority of its 
counties and its members the Imperial province ** will declare 
against the iJnion^ and—let the “loyal minority" organize and 
waste money as they please—out of the whole of Ireland (in¬ 
cluding the Old Sarum of Trinity College), there will not be a score 
of members left in the next Parliament to raise the cry of ‘'No 
surrender." Of the eighty* five men who will form Mr. PamellV 
party (and eighty-five will be its minimum strength), the three' 
sou^em provinces will elect sixty-eight, and the other seventeen 

3cJJ 
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will come from the North. .Ulst^ under the Seats Act is allotted 
thirty-three members, and more than half of these are (%rtaia to he 
Nationalists. Indeed it..would not surprise many if the North 
elected nineteen or twenty Pamellites, and in that case it is 
quite possible the strength of the Irish party may be reckoned at 
eighty-eight. Writing in the middle of October, it is no doubt 
early to attempt accurately to forecast the result of the campaign, 
but the followings will 1 think be fot\nd a pretty close estimate for 
'the entire country. The Seats Act allots seventy members to 
Munster, Leinster, and Connaught, and of these all but the two 
elected by Trinity College will be Nationalists. In Ulster the 
extension of the franchise makes it much more difficult to calculate 
party lines as between Whig and Tory, but so far as the Home 
Ilulers are concerned the matter is more simple. There are nine 
Ulster counties—viz., Antrim, Armagh, Cavan, Down, Donegal, 
Fermanagh, Londonderry, Monaghan, and Tyrone; and three 
boroughs—Belfast, Derry, and Newry. Four of these counties—viz., 
Cavan, Donegal, Fermanagh, and Monaghan—to which ten seats 
have been given, will return none but Parnellitcs. Tyrone, with 
four seats, will return three Parncllites, and may probably return 
four. Armagh has three members, of whom only ouc will be 
certainly a Nationalist; and there is also a fair chance for an* 
other. Down, out of four members, will have but one Nationalist; 
and of the two seats in Derry the Nationalists claim one. In 
Antrim all four divisions will elect Whigs or Tories, thanhs tQ the 
clever gerrymandering of the Boundary Commissioners ; but Antri^i 
is the only county in Ulster or in Ireland from which the popular party 
have no expectation. As to the boroughs, Newry to a certainty, 
and Derry probably, will be won by the Nationalists. Each returna 
one member; and of the four seats in Belfast one will be carried by 
a Parnellite. Considering that at present only two out of twenty- 
nine representatives elected from Ulster acknowledge Mr. Parnell's 
leadership^ it will be seen bow sweeping will be the change effected 
by the Franchise Act. J 

To sum up: seventeen northern constituencies out of thirty-three 
are certain to return Home Eulers, two more are fairly certain, and in 
another they have a prospect of success. Taking Ireland as a whole, 
therefore, and granting the supporters of British parties every seat they 
can win, it is difficult to see how they could muster, all told, more than 
eighteen members in the next Parliament, and it is quite- possible, 
they will be reduced to fifteen. A desperate battle will be waged on 
both sides in the Ulster boroughs, where the Tories have not yet 
realized the ascendancy of the new voter; while county divisions like 
North Tyrone, South Derry, and Mid Armagh, which have, been 
most scientifically gerrymandered against the Nationidists, will be 
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bitterly,-and perhaps bloodily, cont^ed. Tka Orange minority 7ili 
make their last stand Ibr eaistenee at the gen^ eleotion, and» 
encouraged by magistrates like Mr. Clifford Lloyd .and by leaders 
like Major Saunderson and the sons of the Duke of Aberem^’ tlwy 
will endeavour to prove to Englishmen (who, they suspect, only, n^ 
a decent excuse) that Home Rule will never be tolerated by thein. 
Mr. Clifford Lloyd’s incitements to dvil war have, it is. true, met with 
the reproof of the Lord-Lieutenant, but Lord Carnarvon could not 
venture to * rebuke or prosecute the Tory candidate for North 
Armagh, Major Saunderson, who on October 12 declared that it was 
"not the ballot, but the bullet," that could put Orangemen down. 
This gentleman being formerly returned as Liberal M.P. for Cavan 
by the popular vote, has all the zeal of a convert, and can therefore 
be excused; but the famous threat of Lord Claud Hamilton, M.P., that 
if the Government did not prevent "this horde of ruffians" (the Home 
Rulers) from " invading " Ulster, he and his friends " would take the 
law into their own hands," must be taken into more serious .account. 
The noble lord is the son of a Tory Viceroy and the brother of a 
Cabinet Minister, and if he and his party are still of the same mind, 
the counter-demonstrations of 1883-4 prove that the gift of a revolver 
and seven and sixpence a day will secure the concentration of a suffi¬ 
cient number of lawbreakers on any spot in Ulster which the strategy 
of their leaders designate. Whether it will be the cue of titled 
desperadoes to avoid hiring the Orangemen for offensive purposes, 
now that a Tory Government is in office, is a question of pure 
expediency which no doubt they will determine as seems best for 
their owu interests; but assuredly were the Liberals in powe?, 
we should be treated to a number of' brisk clectibn-riots in the 
narrowly balanced constituencies. 

As things stand, however, the passage of the Franchise Act has 
led to a curious breach between the Orange organization and the 
Conservative leaders, which is well worthy of the attention of 
English politicians. It had always been the fashion in ^he North 
for respectable Protestants to look askance on the Orange body, 
because of its rowdy proclivities, and the many murders, maimings, 
and outrages which the Order is held responsible for. But now, 
since recent legislation, the tables are turned upon the " respectables," 
who are left in a minority of the voters, and the extendi franchise 
is being availed'of by the Orange leaders to assert their own claims to 
parliamentary distinction against those of the former chiefs of the Toiy 
party. The Irish correspondents of English newspapers have eitbiv 
suppressed the. accounts of this extraordinary development, or risp 
have minimized or overlooked the significance of the stratiige 
ferment which during the past six months has been goinf ^ 
within the liodges. Already Major Sannderson, the Orange candi* 
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date for North Armagh, has compelled the retirement of the Irish 
Solicitor-General (Mr. Monroe, Q.C.), who had begun his canvass in 
the constituency on the invitation of the local Tory organization. 
His - chances at first seemed good, but the Brethren* declined to 
swallow a Castle candidate; he was denounced as a placeman, and 
finally was hunted by them from the county. The Order has also 
claimed the right to nominate representatives for two, out of the 
three seats in Belfast, where a Conservative majority prevails; and 
amid the wailings and lamentations of the regular Tory organization, 
a brace of Orange candidates have been started in that borough. 
The sitting member. Sir J. F. Corry, who has just been gazetted a 
baronet by the new Government, is to be opposed by the Grand 
Master, Mr. Cobain, in the east division; while in South Belfast Mr. 
Wm. Johnston, the ex-fishery inspector, whom Lord Spencer dis¬ 
missed for intemperate language, has issued his address as the 
champion of the Lodges against the nominee of the Tory caucus. 
Dr. Seeds,, Q.C. In order to compose this curious domestic feud, 
Lord Salisbury deputed one of the whips of the party in 
the House of Commons, Lord Arthur Hill, M.P. for Down, 
who is himself an Orange Grand Master, to heal up the trouble, but 
the mission was a hopeless failure, and for the present somewhat 
strained relations appear to exist between the two wings of northern 
Conservatism. 

But not only is a conflict proceeding within the Toiy ranks as to 
whether they will be represented by Orange stalwarts or aristocratic 
deadheads; there is also deadly war—bringing joy to the Nationalists— 
between Conservatives and Liberals. In several of the Ulster divisions 
neither shade of the so-called Loyalists can claim a majority over 
the Home Rulers, and a fierce wrangle is proceeding as to which of 
them shall bear the standard of the Union against the rapacious 
Nationalists. There seemed at one time a prospect of a coalition 
party being formed, pledged solely to resist Home Rule; but when 
the leade]^ on each side began to discuss the question whether the 
coalition candidate should be a Whig or a Tory, * something bitter 
arose.^^ The Tories declared themselves satisfied with a Tory in 
each case, and the Whigs naturally thought a Whig would make the 
best candidate. As yet they have not been able to settle this 
question in any other way than by each side nominating men of 
their own, threatened though they are by the onward, march of the 
devouring Famellites. Mr. Dickson, M.P., who tries to act os 
leader of the Ulster Liberals, declared against a coalition as a 
pestilent heresy, and to pay him off, his Conservative colleague in 
the representation ofl^rone started a candidate against him, frankly 
declaring, as the newspapers allege, that he would rkther see " a 
Nationalist or the devil ” member for South Tyrone than Mr. 
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Dickson. Where both Liberals, and ConsexT&tires persist iuTunnlng 
a candidate, the prospects of the Faruellitea have naturallj improved; 
but it XQust be confused, shaking impartially, that,, ae between 
Whigs and Tories in Ulster, the Tories liave far the batt right, to 
the doubtful seats. Their party it is which fought the registries, 
and they have expended a great deal of money and labour on the 
work of opposing the National League; yet Mr. Diekson's friends 
coolly propose to appropriate to themselves the. result of all their 
efforts. If the Dickson policy be persisted in, it will probably give 
tbe Nationalists two or three scats more than they would otherwise 
have carried, but it is probable that after the visit of the Marquis 
of Hartingtun and Mr. Campbell Bannerman to Belfast ou the 0th 
November, more prudent counsels will prevail, and the word will be 
passed to withdraw the superfluous Liberal candidates in Tyrone, - 
Mid Armagh, and South Derry, who from the Loyalist point of view 
are decidedly de trap. 

Scarcely anywhere in Ireland could the Liberals succeed except 
by the Nationalist vote, yet they maintain as much pretentiousness 
as if they were entitled to wrest from tho Tories those seats 
which the Nationalists cannot capture. Entrenched, as the 
Tories are in Ulster, behind impregnable prejudices, ignorance, 
and religious bigotry, they are in my judgment absolutely safe iu 
nine constituencies. If from any motives of policy tbe Nationalists 
support them against the Whigs, they could carry four or five 
additional seats, and then, with the doubtful exception of North 
Derry, there would not be a single Liberal elected by any Irish 
oonatituency. The official organ of the party, the Northern Whig does 
not disguise the hopelessness of their prospects, and writes of them 
in the most desponding strain. On the 5th October it observed— 

** There is considerable uncertainty about the verdict the now constituencies 
may express in Ulster. There is, however, very little doubt as to what that 
verdict will be in Great Britain. Thus it pleases our enemies to forget that, 
if the worst happens that can happen to tlie Liberal party here, we shall be 
DO worse off than we were only seventeen years ago. At that time not. a 
single Liberal was returned for Ulster, though there was still an (mergetic 
and courageous Liberal party, always resolved to make the best of any 
possible opportunities. We shall still preserve our principles, and these *are 
of far more importance than any success at the polling-booths gained by 
abuse and misrepresentation.” 

Language like this shows that the contest in Ulster really lies 
between the Nationalists and the Tories, although, should it suit the 
tactics of the popular party, Liberals can be returned in at, least 
half-a-dozen places where a Famellite 'could not be successfnl. 
At the coming Belfast; conference it is expected by the Loyaluta ihat 
the Marquis of Hartington, as leader of the Whig party in IJiigh^id, 
will see the ^risdom of recommending (in private at least), his 
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followers to throw in their lot with the Tories, in order to prevent 
the complete success of the Farnellite razzia ^ the Korth, bidding 
them take comfort in " the verdict »o£ dreat, Britain,** and if his 
advice were acted oii| it would enable the Conservatives to win two 
or three constituencies which present indications show will fall to 
the Home Rulers. 

The strictest coalition, however, could not prevent the National 
party electing their men for a majority^of the Northern constituencies, 
and once they make this inroad on the “ Imperial province/* the 
dropping in of the rest is a mere question of time and education* 
Loyalty and " No Popery ** in Ulster mean exactly the same thing. 
The anti-Nationalists do not care a rush for England or the British 
connection, but they hate the Papists, and the more ignorant of 
them are taught that if they got the upper hand they would remodel 
the penal laws and turn them against Protestants. The landlords, 
too, in order to keep the farming class divided, have fostered the 
idea that Home Rule would mean the expulsion of non-CathoUc 
teuants from their lands, and by this cheap and easy plan they have 
collected their full rents in Protestant localities, undisturbed by 
invaders of the League. They have found it far cheaper to endow 
an Orange hall in a district, and keep it supplied with flaming 
sectarian literature, than to grant 25 per cent, reduction annually to 
their tenants. Then, again, the generation of parsons who were bred 
in the Disestablished Church, and were hand in glove with the squires, 
and whose teachings to the rustics were so useful against the agrarian 
union, have not yet passed away. Many of them honestly believe 
that the Pope is the Scarlet Lady, and that Romanists ” worship 
images, and traffic in indulgences by wholesale and retail. The 
only cure for such enthusiasts is '' time s effacing Anger.'* When 
landlordism withers away, the Orange halls will soon be roofless, 
and militant parsons will no longer have any particular object in 
keeping the people divided. If Englishmen flatter themselves that 
the very humblest Irishman believes .in the abstract that his 
country would be better governed by ignorant^ and arrogant 
strangers than by his .own people, they must have a very full-bodied 
faith in their own powers, and a very poor opinion of even Orange 
intelligence. 

If the bulk of the Ulster seats return Pamellites, the cue of the 
opponents of Home Rule will probably then be to declare either that 
t^se are not genuine *' Ulster” constituencies at all,or that the fact that 
a single northern county remains uncaptured outweighs the effect of ail 
the others. There will not be very much heart in this, however, when 
the scornful voices of the Nation^ist members for ^rone, Armagh, 
Down, Derry, Fermanagh, and Belfast ring through the.House of 
Commons. Of course there will remain for the present ti considerable 
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minority in Ulster opposed to Home Bole ^becmue of religioiis fears; 
bat the very cause of their antagonism demonitratei tile intellectual 
calibre of such a party. To my mind the igi|praai oppoution of 
uneducated Orangemen is far less worthy of being taken into account 
by Englishmen than the Platonic resistance to Home Buie offitted 
by the cultured minority about Dublin, whom nobody considers. 
The Unionists, in the metropolis at least, are mostly*an educated 
body of men, yet their weight is,made nothing of in England, because 
they generally consist of the professional and official class, whose 
bread more or less depends on the maintenance of the present system. 
This it is inferred puts them out of court; but Ulster—Protestant 
Ulster, prosperous Ulster, wealthy Ulster—is supposed to be loyal to 
the British connection for the purest and most chivalrous consid^rar 
tions. It may tickle English vanity to suppose that there are men 
in Ireland who believe Englishmen to be superior persons to them¬ 
selves, with a divine capacity for governing, but 1 have never met 
them, nor do 1 believe there is a single loyal ** man in the island, 
from one end of it to the other, unless he is some one who profits by 
his loyalty directly or indirectly in current coin. The bigots who 
are fools enough to,suppose that the Ministers of an Irish Parliament 
would dine off roast Protestant must be left to the care of the 
National schoolmaster. 

If it is contended that northern commerce gains by the existing 
system, I reply, while admitting the area around Belfast is prosperous, 
that it has nothing to thank the London Parliament for. Yet who 
will explain to the men of this favoured region, which depends altnost 
entirely on the linen industry, the appalling fact that, while in 1864 
the number of acres under flax was 301,000, it has ‘fallen to 89,000 
acres in 1884? 

As for the rest of the province, it compares badly with the South 
of Ireland, in spite of many illusions to the contrary; and even if we 
contrast thriving Belfast with decaying Dublin by the light of the 
rece'nt Home Office returns as to income-tax assessment, tjie result is 
curious:— 

Population. locome-tax assess- Income-tax 

1881. meat 1879>80. charged 1879-80. 

Belfast. 207,671 ... £2,200,842 ... £40,736 

DubUn... ... 273,064 ... 5,868,758 ... 102,609 

This doea not speak well for the fabled prosperity of Ulster; while 
if We take two towns at different ends of the island, of equal 
population^ the effect is quite as striking:— 

Population. Income-tax assesa- Income-tax , 

1881. ment 1879-80. charged 1879-80. 

Londonderry 28,947 ... ^3223,775 ... £3,981 

Wattrford ... 28,952 ... 336,272 ... 6,268 - 
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Taking Ulster and Leinster as a whole^ the same result is ob 
tained:— 


Popniation. 

1881. 

Ulster .1,780,542 ... 

Leinster. 1,282,881 ... 


Incons-tax Msess- 
xnent 1879-80. 
^9,952,289 ... 

13,272,202 ... 


Inoome-tax per 
head of popniation. 
14 5 
10 6 9 


Then as to education, there is nothing to boast of; for the number 
of persons able to read and write in .Ulster, according to the census 
of 1881 was 63*4 per cent., while in Leinster it was 58’5 per cent.; 
and the statistics of drunkenness and illegitimacy in the Imperial 
province,’^ as compared with more Popish districts, are equally unfa¬ 
vourable. Furthermore, notwithstanding the fact that tenant-right 
prevailed for generations in the North, its "prosperity" is sadly 
shown by the fact that there is a greater rush of emigration from 
Ulster than from any of the other provinces. The decrease for the 
decade ending 1881 was:— 



Total (lecreaso in 

Decrease 


population. 

per cent. 

Ulster .. 

. 93,680 

. 69,575 ... 

5-38 

Munster . 

526 

Leinster . 

... ... 59,998 

4-68 

Connaught... ... 

. 29,279 

.8-59 


llemarkably enough, the decrease amongst Protestants is propor¬ 
tionately greater than amongst Catholics, although the marriage 
rate is very much higher in Protestant Antrim than in Catholic 
Donegal, and this is solely due to the action of the landlords. 
Kack-renting has driven, and is driving, the patient Protestant farmers 
out of the couiftry, while the stubborn Celts fight and struggle and 
kick for dear life. If any one is credulous enough to believe that 
Orange landlords do not screw the last penny out of their Protestant 
tenants, let him turn to the Blue-books of the Land Commissions, 
giving the " fair rents " fixed under the Land Act, and compare the 
rents in Ulster with those fixed elsewhere. From these it will appear 
that the average of reductions is greater by thret' or four per cent, 
in Ulster than in the southern provinces; thus demonstrating a more 
rapacious system of rack-renting in the North, in spite of tenant- 
right. The landlords, in fact, when their Protestant tenants seek 
abatements, put them off with a whiff of an' orange-lily or a 
harangue in an Orange Lodge, and the device aervea. The unfortu¬ 
nates are solemnly iaformhd that they are law-abiding and loyal, 
and therefore vastly superior to the agitating caitiffs of the South 
and West; and on this distinct understanding they go back to their 
ploughs contented. Thanks mainly to the forced emigration of 
Northern yeomen, the Catholics, according to a retnm just published 
by the House of Commons, are now in. a minority in uineteen eon- 
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stituencies in Ulster out of thirty-threej and they woidd have been in 
a majority in two others but for the uAbloshing gerrymandering of 
the Boundary Commissioners. ^ Of course in many of these nineteen 
places there is a strong Protestant minority/ but so also in the 
remaining constituencies is th^e a strong Catholic minority. Taking 
the whole province^ Protestantism is still in a small majority, but 
before another census this must disappear under a the withering 
system which is permitted to decimate silently an unresisting popula¬ 
tion, unless an Irish Parliament is allowed to step in and devise 
means for keeping the people at henne.. The valiant gentlemen who 
threatened to kick the Queen's crown into the Boyne if the Church 
was disestablished, would of course growl and demonstrate a little 
at first at the thought of being ruled from College Green, but their 
professions of respect for " the law" are so great that they would 
sdon simmer down into quietness, 

T. M, Huly. 



THE POSITION OF QREECE IN THE 

PRESENT CRISIS. 


O F the many and important movements Trhich of late years are 
working a radical transformation of English social and public 
life, none strike the inquiring foreigner more forcibly than the gronr- 
ing tendency, of at least one political school, to ignore foreign 
politics as unnecessary—^nay, as detrimental to the welfare and 
prosperity of this empire. Perhaps the very word empire is mis¬ 
applied in l^is instance; for the ideal of this school seems to be an 
England confined to its narrowest limits, busying herself with 
railway projects, merchant shipping Acts, Bills for the transfer of 
land, and at a pinch even, with the consideration of extending the 
volunteer organijfation. The colonics, England's proudest inheri¬ 
tance, are to be gradually allowed to .fall off, and as regards relations 
with foreign Powers they are to be maintained on strictly evangelical 
principles. Yet England is somehow to retain her present position 
as a great Power, extend her commercial supremacy, and develop 
still more her manufacturing activity. The unerring experience of 
the history of every great country seems to be disregarded, and no 
account is taken of the fact that, as no.politician can aspire to the 
dignity of a statesman, if he feels a constitutional aversion to foreign 
politics, in like manner no great country can maintain its predomi- 
nence and consequent prosperity, if it ignores its obligations as such, 
or is loth to exercise a beneficent influence in.its lelations to other 
Stated. In one word, no great Power—failing of course the advent 
of the Millennium—can long enjoy the advantages, without at the 
same time submitting to the heavy obligations, inseparable from that 
position. 

The history of the last few yean—^the embarrassment and isola-. 
tion of England in her foreign relations, the general undoncem with 
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whicli her views wore considered, the repeated failures of her'Egyptian 
policy, and the unprecedented manner in Which she withdrew before 
Germany and Russia in colonial and Asiatic adairs—are so many 
incidents, never aga;in to be witnessed, as we of the smaller States 
sincerely hope, demonstrating the inexorable force of the political 
axiom just expounded. * 

Its unerring truth is so manifest and so incontrovertible, th^t 
those who wish to escape its consequences do not even endeavour to 
controvert its premises. They seek refuge in side-issues. In the 
case of the affairs of south-eastern Europe, which now occupy us 
more especially, they pretend that England-has no immediate interest 
there, no great concern as to consequences, since she has established 
her hold on the Suez Canal, and has thus secured her communication 
with India. Yet the sum and substance of the so-called Eastern 
Question centres itself in the possession of Constantinople; and thia 
is, 1 submit, a far more important matter for England at the present 
time than when the Suez Canal did not exist, or when her influence 
over that waterway was not predominant. 

Now, the political evolutions which must result from the transfer of 
Constantinople to other hands than those of its present possessors, 
will have consequences of an enormous and far-rcaching importance, 
shaping, as they necessarily will, the course of the world’s history for 
centuries to come. And it appears to me that there is hardly any 
one who believes that such a transfer can take place without p great 
war, a war of European magnitude, in which almost every St&te in 
Europe would be involved, directly or indirectly. That^o hoal 
solution is possible by means of the European concert,” or even by 
the limitation of the area of hostilities, is proved by* the events of the 
last Russo-Turkish war, when the menace of Constantinople brought 
the English fleet into the Bosphorus; by the understandings arrived 
at since that war between the three Emperors, the tendency of which 
was only partial and the effect temporary; and by the very arrange¬ 
ment which is being discussed now, on the first serious > complication 
since the Berlin Treaty, and which is to have but a negative result 
The reason of thb state of things should be sought in the policy 
of the-Allied Powers from 1854 to 1870. Their influence was then 
supreme, but it exhausted itself in short-sighted and mistaken efforta 
to resuscitate the Sultan’s power, and maintain the rule of the Turks 
at a time which was the most favourable for the gradual emancipation 
and development of the subject races, under the beneficent and 
unselfish tutelage of England and France. From the moment, how¬ 
ever, when German unity was established, the Anglo-French alliance 
disappeared, the treaty of 1856 practically ceased to have force, and 
a fresh order of things was created in. the Balkan Feninsida by the 
forcible giavitation gf Austria to the south. From that time there 
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is no longer any question of maintaining Torkifth rale, or of assuring 
tko independence of the subject races, but of dividing the spoils 
between the two great competitors fotethe inheritance of the sick i&au 
—Austria and Russia. 

Whether this is done peaceably or by war—and I maintain that 
no other solution than war is possible—the enormous changes thus 
brought about ^n the structure of the two great empires will inevi* 
tably extend far beyond the limits of the Balkan Peninsula, and will 
necessarily and immediately aOfect the position of England in every 
part of the world. 

Germany, whose great 'Chancellor is the supreme spirit and 
guiding genius of the impending European transformation, can have 
no interest in facilitating the south-easterly progress of Austria, or 
in favouring the ascendancy of the Magyar and Czech elements of 
the dual monarchy over the Austrian Germans, if it be not the 
gravitation of these latter towards Germany, and the consequent 
•extension of the Fatherland to the coveted outlet in the Adriatic, 
Trieste.* For Prince BismareVs ideal Fatherland is this undivided 
Germany, cutting Europe asunder, and commanding p maritime 
position on every sea which encircles the Continent. But more is 
needed for the full realization of this truly imposing ideal. It is 
not to be supposed that Austria and Russia would engage in the 
•division of the Balkan spoils without both paying for the goodwill 
or the enmity of Germany; and in either case Russia would dis¬ 
cover that Brenus’s sword weighed the full value of the German 
Baltic prwinccs. Italy would be satisfied with the Trentino and 
Tripoli; while Sweden herself, whose friendship the far-seeing 
Chancellor has fo'r years past cultivated with assiduity, would find 
interest to follow tlie German lead, in the hope of recovering a 
portion of Finland. France, unfortunately for Europe, and for the 
minor Balkan States in particular, is paralysed to such a degree that 
Germany may almost dictate her terms for action or inaction. The 
fears of a renewal of the Benedetti pourparlers for the partition of 
the Low Countries, are far from vain even now; since t has often 
been asserted, on what appeared to be good authority, that Prince 
Bismarck looks upon Holland as a sister country des^tined to be 
drawn closer to, if not incorporated in, the Fatherlaudf by some means 
or other. A friendly arrangement would be the most desirable. 

When in 1883 the Irredentieta exploded theh bombs at the Trieste Exhibition, the 
Norddeviidit Ztitwng, in a characteristio article, warned the Italiane to Ooefine their 
aspirations; *'foi at Trieste they would enoownter the point of . the swo^ of 
Cmiany.'* 

f It is related that in a conversation with the Dutch Minister, Prince Eiamarck, while 
at the baths of Kissingen, in a moment of good-natured open-hrartedness, asked his 
interloontor whether the King of Holland would notacco^t the position of High Admiral 
of the United German (Deuts^is) fleets., The Minister significantly replied he was sure- 
of one thing, that His Majesty would much prefer to remain King of the Nether¬ 
lands. * 
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securiDg, aa it would, &r Germany the Duteli coloniesj wl^ch other¬ 
wise, iu case of violent annexation, might be seiied and kept 
in trust by England. . ^ 

Now, without stopping to inquire how the position of England 
as mistress of the seas would be affected, with Antwerp passing 
into the hands of a maritime country, and Holland in the possession 
of a Power colossal in its proportions and ambitious of a»fleet and of^, 
colonies—and there is enough attraction for France in the Belgian 
bait to draw her into close alliance with Germany and in open 
hostility towards England—without inquiring more closely into 
what may be considered a very speculative contingency, let us 
examine what would bo the position of England, at least in the 
Mediterranean, with Austria reaching down to Salonica and Russia 
enthroned at Constantinople. For If the partition of Turkey be 
allowed to be accomplished peaceably, England will find herself in 
presence of a combination which she would then be powerless to 
thwart or to withstand; if by war, it is all the more necessary that 
trusted bulwarks should be raised in time, on which England may 
rely in the hour of need. 'VYc are all the more* anxious that this 
contingency should be considered carefully, inasmuch as the 
indifference and inaction of England, based on a mistaken 
assumption that her material interests arc not involved, while 
ruinous to the very basis of English power in the Mediterranean, 
is fatal to the independence and the welfare of the minor Balkan 
States, which look to England for guidance and protection. Greece 
in particular, being more immediately involved iu the maritime 
aspect of the question, has ever placed her trust in England as the 
one Power which is able and interested to favour ber development 
and independence, and which has done this so far, in obedience to the 
magnanimous tradition of a great and wise policy. 

The possession of Constantinople by Russia, or indeed any other 
great Power except Turkey—which has shown an incompatibility with, 
not to say an aversion to, seafaring enterprise—means the inevitable 
and exclusive mastery not only of the Euxine, the Bosjihorus and 
the Sea of Marmora, but of the iBgean also, and the shores of Asia 
Minor and the eastern half, at least of the Mediterranean. Russia 
once established at Constantinople, would have ready at her disposal 
some fifty or sixty thousand of the best sailors in the world. I'hese 
Greeks, born and bred on the waves, would soon be foubd forcibly 
manning a fleet second to none iu the world for efficiency and 
power. With the Dardanelles easily rendered impregnable and 
impassable to an enemy, this fleet would at a moment’s notice issue 
into the Mediterranean, and, with a safe place of retreat at its back, 
would be within twenty-four hours’ steam of the mouth of the Suez 
Canal. Is it therefore too much to say that the very fict advanced 
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as an argument for England's indifference to the fate of Constanti¬ 
nople—her hold on the Suez Canal—is to the mrehing mind 
the one reason why England should now be more jealous than ever 
of the safety of that city ? Else, with Russia at Constantinople, 
and, for the matter of that, with Austria at Salonica, there is hut one 
other alternative—that the English taxpayer, if he accepts now the 
penny-wise-and-pound-foolish policy urged on him by the advocates 
of indifferentism, must be prepared to maintain at nO distant future 
a fleet at least twice as large as the present Mediterranean squadron. 
Consequently, if Constantinople is to be safeguarded against a Russian 
coup dt main, no time should be lost in offering a steadfast opposi¬ 
tion to all those patient and gradual steps by which Russia is daily 
. drawing nearer to the goal of her traditional ambition; and bold 
action should be taken when she at last shows her hand, similar to 
that of Lord Beaconsfield when ho ordered the British fleet into the 
Bosphorus. 

'Who will doubt that political combinations and strategic move¬ 
ments, even those apparently as distant as the progress of Russia in 
Central Asia, have mainly in view to facilitate her possession of 
Constantinople. The political testament of Peter the Great may be 
a mythical document; but to reach Constantinople has been for 
centuries the holy tradition, the fond dream of Russian policy. The 
persistent efforts and sacriflees of Russia for the emancipation of the 
races subject to the Forte had but that ultimate object in view. 
Being thwarted in her endeavours to hold permanently Moldavia and - 
Wallachia and become mistress of the mouths of the Danube, Russia 
turned her attention to the Greeks; but only momentarily, They 
were found too independent in mind and too fond of their individu¬ 
ality to serve as obedient tools in her hands. Russia’s true feelings 
towards them were mauifested when the Emperor Nicholas assured 
Sir Hamilton Seymour, in 1853, that he would sacrifice bis last 
soldier and his last rouble rather than see the Greeks at Constanti¬ 
nople. Since that time the efforts of Russian policy have all tended 
to thwart Greek aspirations and impede the growth^ of the Greek 
State. The Servians were next taken in hand. But this high-spirited 
and brave people, although Slavs, were equally opposed to be used aa 
a means to Russian ends; and the eminent representative of Servia. 
in London has on repeated occasions of late shown with much force 
how averse the Servians are to Russian tutelage or supremacy. 
Being baffled in this direction also, Russia dually turned her attention 
with redoubled energy to the Bulgarians, the least developed and, 
for that reason, most subservient, of the races in tbe Balkan Peninsula. 
But this is not the only advantage they offer to the realization of 
Russian designs; and it is therefore necessary to examine briefly, at 
this' stage, the position and character of this race, who are now 
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the chief agents, the dummies in fact, of the Roasian advance on 
Constantinople. . * 

Though not the most numerous, the Bulgarians are, by their 
geographical location, the most concentrated of the races surrounding 
Constantinople; they in a certain way menace it from north and 
west, being kept away from the city itself by the broad belt pf 
country extending between the j^gean and a line that hiay be 
straight from SozoupoHs, on the Euxine, to Melenikon {Melnik), on the ^ 
Strymon {Struma) river. This territory, which is peopled almost 
exclusively by Greeks, and forms tlie province of Thrace, presents the 
only substantial difficulty to the absorption of Constantinople into 
the famous Great Bulgaria projected by General Jgnatiew. Hence 
the persistent edbrts and bold assertions of the Panslavists to represent 
Thrace, as well as Macedonia, as inhabited by Bulgarians. Several 
years previous to the late war, they served up to unwary renders, 
and indeed to innocent editors of geographical and other periodicals, 
copked statistics and garbled returns as to the ethnology of.Turkey. 
It is a notorious fact that Lejean’s ethnological map ^ was made at 
the instance of Panslavist agents; and although all must bow before 
Professor Kiepert^s undoubted geographical erudition, one has but to 
turn to the preface which he has affixed to his ethnographical 
map of Turkey in Europe in order to read his own avowal that he 
is mainly indebted for his data to Schaffarik and Jireschek, and 
other such Panslavist authors, who wrote in Germau, indeed, but who 
have ignored German scientific scrupulousness. 

The outside world, however, being unsuspicious as to the real 
significance- of those productions, and unprepared with counter¬ 
evidence, the Panslavists, who do the unofficial \^rk of Russian 
diplomacy in such emergencies, had no difficulty iu carrying their 
point for the moment. The excesses at Batak, being carefully 
preconcerted, were used to such good purpose that they rousqd 
public indignation in England, and excited a lively sympathy for the 
Bnlgars, a race then heard of for the first time by most of those 
who unwarily became active in furthering the designs of Russia. 
Particular care was taken to fix those lamentable events—which by 
the way were no exceptional instances of Turkish rule—to localities 
south of the Balkans and as neighbouring to Thrace as possible. 
And there was no more difficulty in discovering scattered and isolated 
Bulgar settlements there, than there is in pointing out large and flourish¬ 
ing Greek communities in Bulgaria proper—thc whole population of 
Turkey being considerably intermingled, though the territories mainly 
occupied by each race are sufficiently well defined. 

* A London firm of pabliiheVa iaaued aoma time ago what bears every evideaea of 
being a mete reprint of Lejean'a map. but without any of its teobnical fioii^ < 
Bulgarian agente in England point to this English map^* as conHrmatory of thoir pro^ 
tensions. It la hardly necessary to exxioae the ahallowneaa of this naive ingenuity. 

VOL. XLrill. 3 D 
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By such clever manccnvrin^i and thanks principally to the hopelesa 
ignorance irith respect to those matters which exist in Western 
Europe, General Ignatiew had no particularly hard task in obtaining 
firom his colleagues at the Constantinople Conference in 1876^ a quasi 
recognition of the bases of what was to be hereafter his Great 
Bulgaria, or, as the Panslavists en/ami//estyle it, “Lesser Russia." 
So lhat at St. Stephano, although accused even by bis countrymen 
of indiscretion and precipitation. General Ignatiew did not hesitate 
to sketch out his pet scheme, being well aware of the effect produced 
on most minds by this unhesitating proposal of a big claim, made 
after a successful war and in what had the semblance of disinter¬ 
estedness, in favour of a downtrodden people. His bold stroke of 
the pen included the whole of European Turkey, with the exception 
of Bosnia, Herzegovina, Albania, Epirus, and Thessaly. The line of 
demarcation, which reached as far west as the lake of Ochrida, passed 
over tlie very High Street of Salonica, cutting oflf towards the sea the 
peninsula of Chalcydica—too notoriously Greek to be contested as a 
Slav possession—and that no less Greek portion of Thrace which 
embraces only Adrianoplc and Constantinople. These two small 
strips of territory, however, though spared at the time, remained so 
hopelessly detached that their necessary absorption by the newly 
created State could not be doubted. In fact, we have General 
Iguatiew’s own word for it; since, after appending his'signature to the 
treaty of St. Steplmno, he delivered himself of that famous sentence: 
“ And now let the Greeks reach Constantinople by swimming to it!" 
so thorough did he consider his work in detaching Constantinople 
from the hopes of the Greeks and in securing it for Russia. 

Although tHis project was then ridiculed as grotesque, General 
Iguatiew was not mistaken as to its future moral effects. He 
counted with justice on the ignorance prevalent in Europe, and ou 
the fanaticism animating his protdg6s; and at this moment there is 
no idea to which the Panslavists and the Bulgars cling more .tena¬ 
ciously than the realization of this Great Bulgaria. They make no 
secret of it. A llulgariau contributor to the Maif ihester Courier 
declared lately that his countrymen " spread over the Balkan penin¬ 
sula from the Danube to the Mediterranean, and from the Euxine to 
Albania,^’ and went on with remarkable scrupulousness to' observe 
that “ it is doubtful if many of the so-called Greeks are not Bulgara 
who have adopted the Greek language and manners through being 
intimately mixed up with the Hellenes, and for so long under the 
dominion of the Hellenic clergy." Another Bulgar emissary in 
England lately assured his interviewer {Sunday TimeSf October 25) 
that ^'we cannot and will not allow Greece to annex that part of 
Turkey;" and concluded with these signlftcant words: “ We do not 
intend to annex, at presentt Macedonia ; of the. future 1 fear it is 



'POSITION OF GI^ECB IN THE PEESBNT CRISIS. 789 

m 

almost impossible to speaks so mucb depends oft tho tbon present 
exigencies!" 

Wbat those exigencies arc lilftly to amount to will be shown by 
a cursory examination of the use which the Bulgarians have made of 
their newly acquired liberty and of the gradual steps they have 
taken^ under the guidance of Russian officials, so as to lead up to the 
realisation of their main object—the seisure of Constantinople. Lord 
Beaconsdeld in his political pempicacity having detected this project^ 
and having refused to admit of the extension of Bulgaria south of 
the Balkans, the Russian agents in Eastern Roumclia sqt to work to 
thoroughly Biilgarize that province. Bulgaria itself had already 
been considerably denuded of the dominant Turkish and Tartar 
population which occupied principally its eastern half^i^nd which by 
dint of butchery and persecution had been forced to emigrate during 
the war. The Mussulman Pomaks on the. Rhodope mountains 
were goaded to rise shortly after the constitution of Eastern Roumelia, 
and thus another step was made towards rendering the population 
of that province "homogeneous." There remained, however, the 
Greeks, who occupying os they do the chief towns and commercial 
centres, and being possessed of greater '' staying power,” presented 
an inconvenient resistance to mere persecution. Therefore Ampler 
means of disposing of them were adopted. When the census of 
Eastern Roumelia was taken, about three years ago, the Turkish 
functionaries carrying on the work were easily induced to represent 
as Bulgar whole districts where the Greeks were in a majority, or in 
a small minority; and thus the Greek population of that province, 
which really amounts to fully 100,000 souls, was set down as no more 
than 40,000. All this was most satisfactorily carried out by experi¬ 
enced Russian officials, thoroughly versed in the work of Russifying 
Poland and other such refractory possessions. 

Beyond this, however, there is every evidence to show that the 
efforts of Russia aimed not simply at the emancipation of Slav 
populations, nor even at the constitution of Slav principalities over 
which she should exercise a predominant influence, but to the creation 
of that " Lesser Russia/' which, being easily reached by sea from the 
Russian ports on the Euxine, would offer a permanent and sure^ basis 
of operations against Constantinople, Bulgaria was placed at once 
under the rule of a nominee of Russia, who having, against all ex¬ 
pectations, proved refractory, is now distinctly menaced with depo¬ 
sition. Every post of importance, from the Minister of War to that 
of a police constable, was in the hands of Russians; the Bulganan 
army was officered exclusively by Russians, and Mr. Aksakoff declares 
in his " Russ ” {vide Times, October 23) that it is “ Russia's own army 
in fact." There is hardly any Bulgarian of standing in the civil 
service or in the clergy who.has not been educated in Russia; and 
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it was seen that the Bolgarians, on the union being declaredj 
appealed to the Czar,^aDd to the Czar alone. The very fact that 
Russia is determined rather to anntd the attempted union than allow 
the accomplishment of a cherished design without her own immediate 
dictation and guidance, is the best proof that Bulgaria is considered 
simply as an appanage and a fore-post of Russia on her way to 
Constantinopfe. Nor should iEuglishmen be beguiled by the plau¬ 
sible assurances of Bulgar emissarifs^ that they wish for nothing 
better than riddance from Russian tutelage. Such assurances are 
quite in keeping with orieutal tactics. England has to be propitiated, 
and her sympathy and goodwill secured. With this object, the 
Russians themselves would cheerfully help in propagating this view, 
provided tbey|pbtained what would amount to a carte blanche to extend 
their hold on all Bulgarian lands. 

It is therefore puerile and hopeless to expect that Bulgaria, with 
an illiterate and fanatical population imbued with only one idea of 
reverence—that to the great Czar—with a very limited number of 
educated men owing their all to Russian protection, with an army 
and an administration completely in the hands of Russians, with a 
prince on the eve of paying the penalty of a long score of dis- 
ubedichce to orders from St. Petersburg, and above all with Russia 
herself determined to hold the country at any risk-—it is hopeless to 
expect that Bulgaria can ever develop into anything but a Russian 
.half-way house on the march to Constantinople. 

The love for individual political existence goes for nothing even 
with communities far more enlightened and developed than Bulgaria, 
when it is weighed, against the advantages of the power and prestige 
given by the citizenship of a great empire. The Neapolitans, though 
< divided from the Piedmontese more widely than the Bulgars are from 
the Russians, accepted Italian unity for this reason; and the 
Prussians, though disliked by the Hanoverians and the Bavarians, 
have succeeded in imposing their supremacy, with all it.s hard and 
merciless ipilitarism, because it Qffered the proud position and 
privilege of the citizenship of a great empire. The liore a State is 
weak and undeveloped, the more it relishes the sweets of a glory so 
easily acquired. And when the moment suite the designs of Russia, 
she will hnd no difficulty in having the union declared, not simply 
between Northern Bulgaria, and Eastern Rouraelia, but between the 
Great Bulgaria of General Ignatiew and the Holy Russian Empire 
itself. 

This is the consummation to which the efforts of the Bulgarians 
are really tending, and this is the outlook which England, of all 
great Powers, has most reason to fear. It would therefore 
appear that the true policy of England is not to be sought in vain 
endeavours to emancipate tbe Bulgars from Russian predominance, but 
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in. the erection of other stronger an4 more reliible bamera to 
Fanslavist ambitioD, With thia tiew, it ma/Mt be out of place to 
examine here a plan for the redi^ribution of oonteated territorieij 
anaweriog, u it will be seen, to the requirements of each racOf 
securing their independence and safeguarding the more general 
interests of Europe. 

I may say at the outset that General Ignatiew^s taUnt at cutting 
the Greeks off from Constantinople is a vain one; for we sincerely 
feel no craving for it. We have grown sufficiently sober to eschew 
sentimental considerations in politics. The possession of Constanti¬ 
nople would be a very questionable blessing to us. It could only 
be connected to any aggrandized Greek State by a comparatively 
narrow stretch of mainland, forming an unwieldy territory, and 
presenting a long, straggling frontier exposed to attack at every 
point. IHirthermorej Constantinople would exercise Aat enervating 
and disintegrating influence which it fatally had on its posseswrs, and 
which is the very opposite of the quick, stimulating effect on public 
life produced by the traditions and the very atmosphere of Athens. 
We are absolutely sincere in. disclaiming all intentions on Constanti¬ 
nople. But we are at the same time most explicit in pur deter¬ 
mination to sacrifice all rather than permit Constantinople to fpll 
into the bands of the Bulgars. What we consider to be the most 
equitable and at the same time most practical solution of this qumi- 
tion is that the whole of Thrace—namely, the country to the south 
of the present limits of Eastern Roumelia, and as far west as the 
River Mestos {Kara Su )—should remain as long as feasible in tfle 
hands of the Sultan, who would naturally still retain possession 
of Asia Minor. But failing the possibility of mahitaining Turkish 
rule in Europe, even within these very restricted limits, this territory 
should be constituted into a free State, with Constantinople as 
its capital, and under European guarantee. That this guarantee 
would be effectual, and at tlie same time no very heavy responsibility 
for Powers which have so long been burdened with the cares of the 
maintenance of Turkish rule, will be apparent from the fact that the 
other neighbouring States, which we shall immediately proceed to 
sketch out, and which will pretty nearly counterbalance one aether, 
will have a common interest in defending that free State against all 

comers. « . 

Assuming now the union of Bulgaria and Eastern Roumelia under 

some form or other, the country left to the west of the Mestos would 
include Macedonia proper, old Servia, Northern Albania, and Epirus, 
Northern Albania might be constituted into a separate State, and 
when the somewhat divergent tribes which live there found it 
possible to agree amongst tbemselves, that State might be allowed to 
gravitate towards Servia or Monten^ro, as the case might be. 
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Wo Greeks lay claim—a claim not to be disputed or abandoned 
at any risk or cost whatever—to the whole of Epinu, inclading the 
port of Avlona and af far north as the mouth of the Apsos (&fneni). 
Following the course of this river to its sources, we woidd place our 
boundary at the northern shores of the lake of Ochria. This brings 
us to the northern confines of Macedonia proper, which is, we contend, 
a thoroughly^ Greek country. The northern limit of Macedonia we 
draw at a line leaving the town of Bitolia (Monastir) to the south, 
crossing the Axios {Vardar) opposite Stroranitza and the Strymon 
(Struma) a little to the north of Melenikon (a purely Greek city), and 
abutting at about Nevrokop on the Mestos, which river would form 
the frontier between this definitely constituted Greek State and the 
European posscssious of Turkey, as above sketched out. Wo would 
then not only accede to the union of Bulgaria and Eastern Koumelia, 
but we would heartily co-operate in thc^incorporation with the State 
thus formed of all the purely Bulgarian portion of the territories to 
the north of Macedonia proper, as just defined. Thus a very great 
and compact Bulgarian State would be formed, extending from the 
Vardar, north of Strumuitza, to the Black Sea, which geographically 
and historically has always constituted the maritime outlet of the 
Bulgarian race. The country west of the A^ardar and to the east of 
Albania, including the whole of old Servia, would naturally go to 
the kingdom of Servia, which would then reach as far down as 
the lake of Ochris, and join on to the northern Greek frontiers of 
Macedonia. 

' This roughly sketched out project of future readjustments seems 
to be so self-suggcstivc and equitable that it has already been partly 
indicated and partly approved of in several quarters. The Italian 
Foreign Office organ VirittOj in au article published about the 18th 
of October last, while recommending the aggrandizement of Monte¬ 
negro from the Drina to Cattaro, and the extension of Greece to the 
extreme limits of Epirus, demanded in very explicit terms that the 
port of Avlona, situated opposite Brindisi, shall under no circum¬ 
stances be Ceded to a Power from whom Italy has any ^hing to fear: 
Italy would not object to its being made over to Greece, but must 
take care that it does not fall into the possession of any other Power. 
Almost simultaneously with the above most important declaration 
we find in the Viennese Neue Freic Presse the no less remarkable 
statement, made to a correspondent of that paper by H. E. Monsieur 
Myatovich, the Servian Envoy in London. The Servian Minister 
declared that the Servians would be above all glad to see Salonica in 
the hands of the Greeks, and that Servia would do all in her power 
to prevent its falling a prey to the Bulgars—that she would even 
make large concessions to Greece in the country north of Salonica, 
since by this means Greece and Servia would be able effectually to 
check the Russo-Bulgariau pretensions to hegemony in the penin- 
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Bula; and finally, ^afc the old and important highway from Durazzo 
towards Salonica (the ancient Via Iffnatia) should be in the hands of 
Greece, and should constitute hcgr northern frontier line. The coin¬ 
cidence of these declarations and the sources from which they emanate 
lend to them an importance which cannot be exaggerated. 

But a further advantage offered by the foregoing proposal is the 
summary and effectual solution of the vexed and much-misunder¬ 
stood Macedonian difficulty. ^ The Fanslavists, who hare always 
known how to profit both from having a clear conception of their 
own objects, and from the ignorance prevalent in Western Europe 
with regard to these intricate questions, have succeeded, in this case 
also, in completely misguiding and mystifying public opinion. They 
speak vaguely of " Macedonia ** as comprising the whole country from 
Salonica and the Calcydica in the south to the Servian frontiers in 
the north, and from the boundaries of Bulgaria and Eastern Boumelia 
in the east to any distance into Albania in fhe west Now, as any 
student of geography will admit, Macedonia never extended farther 
north than the line sketched out iu our preceding delimitation. 
Why then have the Panslavists sought to extend the area of their 
vague Macedonia, for which they benevolently claim the benefits of 
self-government, as set forth in the twenty-third article of the Treaty 
of Berlin ? Simply iu order to repeat here the tactics so success¬ 
fully followed in Eastern Boumelia. , The northern portion of this 
territory is much larger—as a glance at the map will show—than 
the southern part as delimitated by us, which ig Macedonia, and 
which contains an almost exclusively Greek population. The Pan- 
slavist notion therefore of merging the whole territory into one, 
aims at swamping the Grdek population of the soirth by the much 
larger Slav element in the north, and with this view Macedonia has 
long been the scene of Panslavist' intrigues, '' of which,” as Mr. 
Mijatovitch assured his interlocutor,'' the Servian aud Greek Govern¬ 
ments possess every evidence.” And it is these intrigues which 
M. de Laveleye and other writers have unwittingly presented to the 
English public as the outcome of purely nationalistic aspirations. Of 
course when this vague and vast Macedbnia would have been suffi¬ 
ciently undermined, its union with the already Great Bulgaria 
astride, on the Balkans, would easily be effected—“ not at present,” 
but according to tbe then exigencies. 

Well, we shall oppose and resist this scheme at all hazards. We 
shall not allow another large Greek population to succumb to the 
fate of our unfortunate brethren in Eastern Boumelia. We will 
sacrifice all father than see Macedonia annexed to General Ignatiew’a 
Lesser Bnssia. We desire and indeed demand for our Macedonian 
brethren the full benefits of the twenty-third article. But we insist 
that the territory referred to in that article shall be divided into 
two distinct provinces by a line drawn as already indicated. If the 
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clamour of the Panslavista is really prompted by humamtarian coa- 
sideratioiiB, and they simply desire to see the fate of those popula¬ 
tions thus ameliorated, they cannot decently object to an arrange¬ 
ment which possesses the further ad vantage of eliminating all ground 
of discord and internal feud between the Christian races in that 
territory. We do not dispute the fact that there are here and there 
to the south ^of that line certain districts inhabited principally by 
Bulgarians. There are even Walla 9 h 8 and perhaps a few Serbs. 
These, however, are already almost Hellcnized—they certainly use the 
Greek language. And on the other hand, there are in like manner 
whole districts—nay, important centres of civilization and culture—to 
the north of that line, which are purely Greek. Since, therefore, 
it is impossible in countries so mixed in population to draw clear 
lines of demarcation between the different nationalities, there remains 
but this practical proposal of admitting as frontier lines the limits 
indicated by Nature an^ by historical tradition, and which roughly 
divide at the same time the contending races. We hive further to 
urge, that as in Eastern ‘Roumelia (now claimed as a purely Bulgarian 
province) there are one hundred thousand Greeks—whom of course we 
do not pretend to wish to annex to the Greek State—in like manner,we 
expect that the Bulgars and their patrons shall abstain from all 
claim to interfere or intrigue amongst the few already Hellenized 
Bulgars who may be found soyth of the line above alluded to. Wo 
see no other practical, and at the same time equitable, solution of the 
difGculty. 

These considerations arc based, of course, on the assumption that 
thd Balkan lands arc to be for the Balkan peoples. As, however, 
we have been vfrarned by the iVbr/A German Gazette that " the 
European Areopagus, which is alone responsible for the mainteuauce 
of peace and for the welfare of the nations, will not permit the 
unjustifiable ambition of individual races on the Balkan peninsula 
to imperil at will the peace of the great Powers by compelling them 
to mingle in the dispute,” and that it is unfair to expect that 300 
millions of ICuropeans should expose themselves to t!ie danger of 
being obliged to dispense with the blessings of peace, because three 
lN3tty Balkan States, with scarcely six million inhabitants, suddenly 
conceive the idea that their local balance of power is imperilled”— 
since we have this told us so authoritatively, we are reluctantly 
forced to the only possible conclusion—that the projects,shadowed 
forth in the beginning of this paper are in reality the only blessings 
reserved by the European Areopagus for the benefit of the petty 
Balkan States. Else, why should the peace of the 300 millions be 
imperilled if they had no other aims in view than the welfare of the 
six millions. Of course, no one of the petty Balkan States, least of 
all we Greeks, would venture to question the law as 1^ down by the 
European Areopagus; and we must therefore prepare to see Austria 
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at Salonica the moment that her justifiable ambition mores her on 
that errand. In such a case, ve admit that vre count for very little 
indeed in the game to be played, and that it is for Austria herself 
to choose between Trieste and Salonica; for it would be infatuation 
itself to iipagine that she would long be allowed to hold the ^gean 
coast without paying its price by the sacrifice of the Adriatic port. 
It is for Austria to decide whether she prefers the udbnding ricissi- 
tudes of an eastern compositp and constantly undermined empire, 
to the ancient and dignified position of a central European 
monarchy, able, as such a monarchy is, to secure all the advantages 
of the actual ])OS8e88ion of Salonica by the more snro and straight¬ 
forward means of a close alliance and a commercial union with 
Greece. For we are ready to concede even more than this to 
Austria on condition we hold Salonica and the line of Ochris. 

But, above all, it is for England to consider how far the interests 
of her commerce will permit, her tamely to submit to the seizure of 
the two main commercial channels of the easUrn half of Europe— 
Constantinople and Salonica—by two of her most formidable com¬ 
petitors in the East, both with an increasing manufacturing industry, 
both with protective tariffs, and ready to extirpate English goods 
from the face of Eastern markets. To the military aspect of the 
dangers thus created, for England, I have already alluded; and this 
aspect of the question is all the more worthy of serious consideration, 
as the seizure of Salonica by any force coming from the North can be* 
vetoed by the mere presence in that port of a few English ironclads. 

Coming now to the more immediate condition of affairs in the East, 
our view of the present crisis is this: The Berlin Treaty had established 
a certain order of things which was not to the s&tisfaction of any 
one of the minor Balkan States. For Greece in particular it had 
created a position full of difficulty and danger, since it left her new 
frontier in the stage of a vague sketch. But this sketch, following 
as it did the line of the Calamas in Epirus,, and of the Salambrias 
in Thessaly, included both Jannina and Metzovo within the territory 
to.be ceded to Greece. Turkey having raised objections, the Powers 
prevailed upon Greece to defer her claim, and about half of the 
awarded territory, with Jannina and Metzovo, was withheld from us. 
Greece submitted to this injustice, out of deference to the wish of 
the Powers for the preservation of peace, although she had already 
borne all the expenses and sacrifices consequent upon mobilization, 
and bad prepared to vindicate by force of arms the Berlin award. 
Yet Greece expressly reserved her rights to claim at a given moment 
the territory thus withheld. Since that time we have gone out of 
our way to maintain the most friendly relations with the Porte, mid 
we candidly admit that peace was imposed on us, not only as a duty, 
but as a manifest interest. It enabled us to develop our resources, 
complete our railways, reorganize our military forces, and bring order 
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and retrenchment into our financea. All this was in proceM, when 
the Bulgars took it into their head to annex a proTinde which was 
never Bulgarian, though they claimed it as such, but which was in 
fact a kind of neutral territory for Greeks, Turks, Bulgars, 'WaHaohs, 
and Jews. It was so understood at Berlin, and I can vouch for the 
fact that the idea of an equilibrium—^let us call it thus for want of a 
better word—between the States then formed or reconstituted,was fore¬ 
most in the deliberations of the Fowerq. Greece, Servia and Bulgaria 
were so delimitated as to comprise each about .two million inhahi* 
tants. It was clearly understood that the Bulgarians should not be 
allowed to obtain a predominant influence, such as was claimed for 
them by Russia. Lord Beaconsfield, of all the plenipotentiaries 
present, was most explicit on this point; indeed he had decided, on 
that memorable Monday evening, to quit Berlin rather than accede 
to the demand of Russia, and it was only the active intervention 'of 
Prince Bismarck which smoothed the difficulty. Lord Beaconsfield, 
who bad been the least favourable to the claims of Greece, rendered 
in fact the most signal service to the Greek race in Turkey by 
frustrating the project of a union, whereby a large Greek' population 
would have been irretrievably lost to Greece, and whereby a per¬ 
manent menace would have been established for the future. 

Prince Alexander's coup de iUt has destroyed these guarantees, 
and, by violating a most important clause of the Treaty, has reopened 
the whole question. We therefore, in common with the Servians, 
have a perfect right to renew our claims simultaneously' with the 
attempt at this union, and to obtain advantages corresponding to any 
that may be accorded to Bulgaria. On principle we are clearly 
opposed to the annexation of Pastern Roumelia by Bulgaria; for it 
is only a fresh step towards the realization of General Ignatiew's 
Great Bulgaria, and because of the other reasons already set forth. ' It 
is puerile to taunt us with jealousy. It is no jealousy that moves us. 
It is elementary political foresight; it is common prudence ; it is the 
dictate of self-preservation; it is the warding off of an assiduously 
prepared menace to our individuality and to our posi^^n as a nation 
in the Bast. ■ As to the appeal that we Should not hinder the work 
of Christian emancipation, this is hypocrisy on the part of the 
prompters, and abject credulity on the part of those who repeat these 
sonorous but empty phrases. Every one knows that Eastern 
Roumelia was already practically free from Turkish rule—indeed, 
so free and so given over to Bulgarian violence and ferocity, that the 
best part of the unfortunate Mussulmans have already been driven out 
of the province, while the Greeks are suffering such indignities at 
the hands of these good Christians, that in April last the Greek Con¬ 
sulate at Fhilippopolis was gutted by an infuriated Bulgarian mob, the 
Greek flag tom down and insulted, and several Greeks ill-treated, 
because they proposed to celebrate the festival of King Geoi^e—a 
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privilege enjoyed by every . Greek community in Turkoy. The pages 
of tbis Beviev woi^ not suffice to recount the persecutions suffered 
by Gneks and Turks living in Qulgaria and Eastern Bonmelia. I 
would simply call attention to a letter addressed to The Times of 
October 20th by Air. J. C. Bobiusou, an English gentleman passing 
through Bulgaria, an impartial observer, who gives the blackest picture 
, of the doings of these amiable people. The Bulgarhtn emissaries 
point out with marvellous self-complacency that Greeks and Turks 
are actually permitted to live in the larger centres. And indeed 
Air. Robinson states that " the merchants and petty tradesmen in the 
towns will suffer no molestation; but in the lone country villages 
the Bulgarian knife will literally soon be at every Turkish 
throat . . . Let the Turks go, in the name of Satan, say the 
Bulgarians: our young men marry early, and our women breed 
fast; we shall soon fill up their places.'* All this is so per¬ 
fectly natural to the Bulgar mind, that one of their men of light 
and le&ding, writing to the Afanchester paper already alluded to, 
avows with perfect equanimity and as a rather meritorious achieve¬ 
ment in national development, that the Bulgarians of Philippopolis 
proclaimed their independence of the Greek Patriarchate at Con¬ 
stantinople, and appropriated the ecclesiastical property and revenues 
of the diocese/' these revenues being notoriously Greek endowments 
accumulated during long ages of Turkish rule. 

It is with this people wc have to deal—a people who have not 
moved a finger for their own emancipation, and whose only strategic 
operations were directed against the purse-strings of their liberators, 
the Russians; for they had to pay to the Bulgars during the war 
usurious prices for what any other people would* cheerfully have 
offered gratis to the poor soldiers who fought for them. And we are 
exhorted not to baulk them of their present magnanimous object, but 
remain quiet and look on complacently till they are quite ready to 
march into Alaccdonia, cross into Thrace, and seize what remains of 
Greek land I With every respect for those who have, on strictlj^ 
humanitarian grounds, espoused the cause of the Fanslavists,we are not 
prepared to do this. Wc prefer to face their taunts, and our reason 
is a very simple one—we are not minded to change masters. We. 
have withstood the cruel and martyrical yoke of the Turks for four 
long centuries; we have spilt our best blood, and suffered with 
fortitude and resignation untold wrong and every kind of indignity, 
for the preservation of our glorious nationality and in the hope of a 
return to liberty, not for the prospect of a fresh subjugation, and that 
-to the mercies of the Bulgars. If we are still to have masters, then* 
we prefer the Turks; for.tliey are sinking fast, and they at least offer 
us a certainty of attaining to our long-deferred and sweet hope of 
liberty. But from the Bulgars—and for the matter of that from the 
Russians—we can hope, for no riddance. 
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We are therefore determined to opjjpae this union by- efreky meanv 
at our disposal. A^d if there be any endeaTOur tp sanction itj since 
tlie Bulgars will thus obtain, to the detriment of a large Greek 
population, that which was refused them at Berlin, we will at once 
claim, by force of arms if need be, that territory in Epirus, 
including Januina and Metzovo, which was solemnly awarded to us at 
Berlin. We*will do this in the full consciousness of the justice of, 
our cause; and the enthusiasm which has now moved the Greek 
people to rise like one man—an enthusiasm unparalleled since the 
glorious days of our war for independence in 1821—is the best evidence 
of the intensity and siheerity of this uprising. Wc will rise, calling 
Europe to witness how we have behaved to our Mussulman country¬ 
men in Thessaly, whom we went out of efur way to befriend and 
conciliate, and for whose exclusive and exceptional benefit we have 
even modified our fundamental laws. * We have to show the enor¬ 
mous and unprecedented progress which Greece has achieved in face 
of almost insuperable difficulties and in a comparatively short space 
of time; the steady iperease of our commerce with England, which 
is more considerable per head of population than that of Russia, 
Austria, Spain or Italy; the immediate, I may say, the magical trans¬ 
formation of Thessaly since that province baa been united to Greece 
—the complete net of roads which cover it and the lines of railways 
which traverse it. We will ask Europe and the good men who are 
concerned with Christian emancipation, whether these are not better 
titles to sympathy and support, and more valid evidence of civiliza¬ 
tion and progress, than the work which seems to have chiefiy occupied 
the attention of the Bulgars—pillaging and persecuting within their 
boundaries, and* intriguing and interfering beyond their borders; 
and in the name of God we will go forward, as our fathers hare done 
before us in 1821, in opposition, if need be, to the wise counsels of 
Europe, 

What Greece thinks, what her people desire, what we have 
achieved, and what wc shall yet do, has already been sketched out 
by the master-hand of a great statesman—Monsiet/ Tricoupis, the 
late Premier of Greece, both in his speech at the banquet given in 
his honour by his countrymen in London, and in his escpoal* of the 
progress of Thessaly since her union to the mother country. With 
men such as he, so richly endowed with talent and rare qualities— 
remarkable both for his powers of conception, his tenacity of purpose^ 

. and his ability in execution—Greece may confidently undertake the 
grave, but great and glorious, task which is imposed upon her by her 
sacred traditions, as the guardian and trustee of the rights of the 
whole Hellenic race. 

' A Gbeek Statesman. 

* Greek Papers, No. 1: "The Progress of Thessaly." 
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FICTION. 

chan^e^ already noted, by which the thought of our own day 
appears more mirrored in its fiction than was the thought of a 
former day, is only partially explained away by the fact that we know 
the thought of our own day better than the thought of the past. It is 
but the reflection of a change in the world that the novel-writer aims 
at depicting. In the days of our grandfathers, people in polite society 
did not confront problems. It was not ouly heresy, but bad taste, to 
question those central beliefs which give life its background.; and the 
artist who sought to paint life was naturally led to accept them. But 
now that these beliefs are denied in periodicals which may lie oil the 
table of a dignitary of the Church, the mere attempt to describe the 
interests of society suggests, when it does not actually introduce, those 
great questions of AVhencc and 'Whither which haunt the abysses of 
thought. The change which in this respect has come over the spirit 
of literature is evident even in a writer so recent as Thackeray. 
The difference, which we cannot but observe, between his fiction and 
that of any novel we have to notice to-day is due to the fact that he 
was living still in the time when something was taken for granted. 
His adherence is given in some vague way, and rather as an English¬ 
man than as a Christian, to the faith of the past. The world is a 
scene of varied hopes and fears, joys and sorrows; it is not to him 
the statement of a series of problems. But be was the last great 
writer of whom we can say so much, and his name marks the close of 
an era. 

The most powerful story which has been published since our last 
review—“ Mrs. Keith's Crime,”* now in its third edition—strikingly 
brings out the new attitude of literature. It is marked by a total 
absence of plot and incident, and of the kind of interest which 
has been usually thought necessary to novels; and owes its interest 
to the fact that it is the picture of a state of mind which has 
met these problems with a negative answer, and finds the world empty 
of all but human love. Human love under such an aspect seems to 
gain a ytrange new intensity. It finds a vast legacy, as it were, sud¬ 
denly put at its disposal That craving for the infinite which no belief 
oc unbelief can repress, losing, as far as consciousness goes, its eternal 
object, stimulates imagination to create one within the limits of mor¬ 
tality. The mother wlio believes her own love for her child to be but a 
drop from the ocean that surrounds her, can but acquiesce in all the 

* Mra. Keith’s Crime.” By Mrs. W. K. Clifford. Beutley. 
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appointments of supreme care ; the mother who regards her own love as 
an ultimate and original reality^ finds it a law to itself. Mrs. Clifford's 
heroine |eam3 that the diseasfe^which is preying on both her and her 
child is to make her its first victim; she feels that in the uniTersc is 
no parental caret greater than her own^ and decides that the creature, 
who has no Father in heaven shall never miss a mother on earth. 
We cannot s'ee any crime in' the overdose which gives the child 
a painless ddhth, from Mrs. Clifford's point of view; and we 
presume that she intends her title to indicate the different moral 
ideal belonging to her creed and that which it is to supersede. 
Mrs. Keith ends her child's life as the God in whom she has ceased 
to believe takes it: she gives it the best she has to give. It is a decision 
of unselfishness as absolute as that of the Divine appointment—of 
self-sacrifice indeed which we are unable to associate with any tmt of 
the Divine Being—she deprives herself of the sweet solace of those 
offices of service which are her heaven, lest they should be missed 
when she is not there to give them. The picture would be much more 
perfect if the sacrifice—and, from a Christian point of view, the sin— 
were greater; if the tragic act were not all huddled up in the few last 
pages; if, in short, the author had been less tangled by the inheritance 
of Christianity. And as a work of art it would have been better if 
she had taken pains to give it a more suitable form. The first point 
an artist should decide ou is the position whence his picture should 
be taken, and an autobiography, which could never by any possibility 
have been written by the person whose history it professes to be, con¬ 
fused the reader’s attention with a sense of false perspective. The 
author probably felt that the agonizing experience of a mother who 
watches her only child fade before her eyes, and dreads that it may be 
left to die in a foreign land among strangers, could never be conceived 
by any one but a mother, and that by putting tlie narrative iuto the 
first person, she preserved a sense of unapproachableness in the 
mother’s feeling which would have been impaired if the story weVe 
told by some one else, although she frankly allows the impossibility of 
any of the sentiments and events it narrates being actually committed 
to writing by the person who experienced them. To this artistic flaw 
we should add a good deal of tedium^ and some bad taste and even 
vulgarity in the secondary part of the story, which, however, contains 
one welUconccivcd character, the Jew, whose disinterested sympathy 
enables Mrs. Keith to make her last effort for her eWid's life. It is 
curious that Mrs. Clifford, as well as George Eliot, has chosen a Jew 
as the type of delicate generosity to women. The book, we must add, 
is of a less polemic character than our criticism may perhaps suggest, 
its title being indeed the only indication that the author is aware of 
the existence of opinions antagonistic to her own. It has one 
attraction, which, to the present critic, outweighs all its flav^s from 
an artistic point of view—it gives the reader a sense of contact with a 
character. 

Mrs. Clifford's novel has several points in common with Lucas 
Malet's.* Both stories exhibit, in much the same way, the influence 
of that change by which, in our day, science has been made the mould 
of literature. They reflect the curious interest in disease which is a 

* " Colonel Enderbjr's Wife.”* By Lucas Malet. London: KegaiiPatil,Treneh & Co. 
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natural rjesult of torning for- iiupifattoDf to models of literary 
excellence, but to tM ideas of pl^sicai rew^rch. Science turns 
with heightened attention to that aondigwal condition whiCh W ^uow 
as disease; here she nay hope for unchroiiicled fact and 
causation; her keenest interes| is awakened just as that of AtJ: is 
converted to distaste, and an epoch of genem scientific disc^iCn 
is sure to give pathology an undue position in lit^rature-y* 0 'P<wition 
which seemato us to exhibit the disastrous influence of this change 
very clearly. The only immortal work centred in the description of 
physical suffenug—the “Philoctetes " of Sophocles—surely exhibits 
the failure even of transcendent genius to overcome the dimcultiM of 
such a theme. However, a critic of fiction must learn to chronicle 
without protest the changes of contemporary taste, and the spirit which 
finds a strong interest in studying disease may be noted, and its con¬ 
nection with the general deference to Physical Science acknowledged, 
alike by Uiose who lament the fact and those, if such there be, who 
rejoice at it. The two novels, which, in the latter part of this year, 

1885, readers have most favoured, afford a striking illustration, at least 
of the fact itself. Disease in both appears as tlie tragic Fate—intensi¬ 
fying, in Mrs. Clifford's npvel, the love of mother to child; quenching, 
in Lucas Malet's, the love of wife to husband—in the first ewe, kind¬ 
ling devotion into self-sacrifice; in the second, slackening liking into 
aversion. Mrs. Keith kills her child because she will not let her 
suffer; Mrs. Enderby lets her husband die because she will not endure 
to suffer herself. To these antithetic resemblances we may add a 
common want: both stories need pathos, and both lack it utterly. In 
truth, no one is in a position less favourable for rousing that stir of 
soft and yet deep-seated compassion which wc thus describe, than the 
student of pathology; the most heart-rending facts narrated from tjiat 
point of* view leave the reader imraovcd. Such an incident as that of 
Mrs. Keith's crime would, in actual life, be overwhelming in its 
power of exciting sympathy; in tlie novel it sets ^us speculating on 
moral problems and questioning the authority of tr^itioual precepts. 
And this, in a less degree, is true of “Colonel Enderby's Wife," 
which is a less powerful novel. The hero (who, by a curious chance, 
has the same name as the hero of Miss Martineau’s only novel) 
is one of the least pleasing to our mind of all that numerous 
group of heroes which arc modelled on Thackeray’s “Dobbin.” He 
is fedble, he is ungentlemaulike, insulting his old love when she 
appears as a dowdy widow; and his only striking characteristic— 
his devotion to his wife—lacks some element which y|puld make it 
interesting: admirable we think it is not intended to be. But 
she is an original and vividly conceived figure, a survival of animal 
instincts in a beautiful human form, repelled by all that appeals to the 
compassion of an ordinary woman, and driven into brutal selfishness 
when she discovers that her husband is an invalid. Her state of miiid 
is one much less uncommon than is ordinarily supposed in a ^society 
where every woman is regarded as a potential nurse, and there is great 
truth to Nature in making a character like hers attractive to an elderly 
soldier. The author shows also much temperance in allowing hw no 
remorse when her husband has fallen a victim to her demand to have 
all things made bright and pleasant. It would have been a fatal 
error to let the curtain fallen a repentant, Jessie Enderby; and the 
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viata of a short widowhood and a rich Americ,an for a second husband^ 
is one of a very happy appropriateness. But the temperance .which 
Lucas Malct shows in' this particular is curidusly lacking elsewhere. 
A strain of what is violent and unnatural is continually breaking into 
a narrative in which it is artistically Quite.out of place; the hero's 
father accuses him of murdering his orother with no reason except 
that the dead son was the favourite, and by an improbability which 
strikes us as Qven greater, a mature widow, proud and nfined, sends 
for a male friend, and reveals to him an unrequited attachment for a 
man he cannot possibly help her to wki. The latter absurdity spoils 
an elaborate character study, and one which is v;ery near being effec¬ 
tive. As it is, only the heroine stands out with consistency, an origi¬ 
nal, solid creation, unlike any other heroine we can call to mind. 
We are tired of protesting against imitations of George Eliot; but we 
cannot bid adieu to Lucas Malet's Colonel Euderby's Wife" without 
saying that none of the many essays in that line strike us as so much 
spoilt by the endeavour as this one. The undertone of ironical reflec¬ 
tion which runs through all is not, to our thinking, very admirable iu 
the original, though it is there redeemed by the constant sparkle of 
wit; apart from that accompaniment it isl^ little conducive to enter¬ 
tainment a| to edification. But the conception of the story is one of 
much originality, and there is enough power in its working out to 
make us desire another from the same hand. 

From modern drawing-rooms and ball-rooms.we are called away by 
Mr. Marion Crawford,* to the personages and events of more than 
2,000 years ago, and in the case of his hero to one suggesting a far 
more remote antiquity even that this. Mr. Crawford has followed a 
tradition which brings Zoroaster, the Moses or Mahomet of the Persian 
religion, down to the comparative daylight of Herodotus, and has 
boldly associated him with the great Darius in rivalry for the heart of 
a Jewish princess, Nchushta, who has been among the captives carried 
to Babylon and has met Zoroaster in their common discipleship to the 
prophet DanicL Whether Mr. Crawford intended a parable of the 
relation of the Persian to the Jewish religion we know not; if he did, 
the estrangement of Zoroaster and Nehushta and her espousal of the 
I The Great King in preference seems to us an inversion of the true 
relation of these two faiths, which surely approached more and 
more closely with tl^e progress qf time. But probably Mr. Crawford 
merely inttmded, in the selection of dim and remote characters, to 
obtain a fitting sphere for the representation of a mysterious influ¬ 
ence transcending all known laws of Nature but not geuerically 
distinct from them. Even those who believe that such influence 
actually exists among us can never regard it as equally congenial to a 
picture of our own day and to one opening dim vistas, and associated in 
every detail with what is remote and unfamiliar. Mr. Crawford has 
himself spoken of this work as an historic drama," and though it is 
not exactly dramatic in the ordinary acceptation of the word, it is a 
story which at every turn suggests the stage, to which its grandiose 
scenery and colossal figures eminently adapt it. The finest scene in 
the book—the sudden and mysterious appearance of Zoroaster amid 
the drunken priests in the Persian temple—reminds the reader of 
* "Zoroaster: a^ovel." By Marion Crawford. London: Macmillan. 
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the mysterious ^^crament of " Panifal/' the mystic cup boizig recalled 
by the mystic fire which the prophet calls up on the aitsf where 
the polluted fiames of earth have been extin^i^jcd, and the 
symbolism of both dimly sugge^ing a common ideal m fiiith. The 
figure of the great Darius strikes us as painted with considerable power, 
not the puwer that clears the brush from all colouring of our own day, 
and dippin^^ it in the hues of the past blends tlxe teaching of history 
with tite grace of art—it is no blame to Mr:* Crawford ;!^ say that he 
does not possess a genius so extremely rave as this—but' with the 

power that gives life and definiteness to an accurate transcript from 
the records of the past, and impresses on the mind's eye an image 
sanctioned by history. The jovial carelessness and relentless cruelty 
of Darius strike us as both historic and natural, and though, like 
Scott, Mr. Crawford turns aside from the representation of torture, so 
much more cftective is fiction than history that the escape of Phraortes 
the Mede from the cross makes us realize the difference between our 
feeling and that of the past with regard to cruelty more vividly than 
does the account of Herodotus of the crucifixion, after the taking of 
Babylon, of several hundred captives. The loves of Zoroaster and 
Nchushta force upon the observation of the critic, bcc^e they d^o 
not suggest to the reader the remark that the ideal of love is not less 
changed than is the ideal of hate> The ancients were, with l^ard to 
passion, much more in the condition of children than it is easy for 
us to imagine; and yet what makes it difiiculfc for us to imagine this, 
is not life but pictures of life. Fiction has to answer for a certain 
distortion in the place we give this feeling; centuries romantic 
delineation have made it appear the focus of all that is profound and 
tender in the human lieart, all that is poetic and refined in the human 
imagination; and in reality there arc many persons capable of a life¬ 
long fidelity and unswerving tcndcrucss who have never known, and 
conld not from experience know, what we mean by passion. Modern 
fiction teaches tis to regard these beings as exceptional; but that is not 
the teaching of experience, nor is it the teaching of those writings 
which take the place of fiction in the ancienfc world. The Greek 
drama knows nothing of W'hat we mean by love; and when a modern 
writer paints love in the ancient world he inevitably paints; uoracthing 
modern, though we think Mr. Crawfor^ has gone to an extreme, in 
this reject, and that to justify the tone of his narration Ijf should 
have taken a mediaeval subject. But for our own part, so long as we 
get away from the present we are not inclined to be nice as to the 
chronological accuracy of the colouriug of the past, and Mr. Crawford's 
romance at all events does for us what surely all desire, and what for 
the majority is possible only in fiction—he takes us "over the hills 
and far away.” The story touches here and there a height of romantic 
pathos and even of solemn grandeur which it does not uniformly 
suggest, and though we can never quite forget the stage,^ we do not 
remember it with any association of what is paltry or merely external. 

It has also the great merit that the interest steadily rises towards 
the end. 

That instinct which looks on ** the past ” as a whole, is a ti^e thougfi 
not altogether a logical one. There is one tense for feeling in looking 
VOL. XLVUI. 3 IS 
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backwards as tlicrc is for history. Though the present is a mere name 
for the sword edge that divides two eternities, yet practically it 
gathers up all the interests of those who live on the outside of things, 
and we welcome any attempt to reproduce any part of the life of the 
liast as a promise of escape from the flimsy ephemeral life that the 
average novel chronicles and feeds. It is not that pco])le l^vcd more 
earnestly in times past than they do now, but the endeavour to describe 
their life must be more earnest than arc ordinary attempts to describe 
the life of to-day. We cannot gather up the superficial interests of*the 
ages that are gone, as it is hardly posSible to avoid doing by our own. 
For this reason we give "In the Golden Days,^** which takes us back 
200 years instead of 2,000, the double w'cleome that is due to a new 
work by the author of "Donovanand "We Two,” and that we 
have ready for any writer of fiction who opens a vis^ta beyond the 
region of the modern drawing-room. A picture of the life of the 
ilestoration comes dangerously near the canvas of Scott, and Edna 
Jjyall is sometimes unwise in needlessly provoking the co!nj)arisoii. 
She chooses one or two scenes—an interview with Charles at AVIiite- 
Imll, for instance—in which it is impossible not to miss Scott’s brilliancy 
at every line, and tliesc scenes arc perhaps below hor usual level. No 
author should venture near any Court that the great artist has asso¬ 
ciated witli his glow of colour and Ijrilliancy of light and shade. Those 
few, broad, sparkling touches in which he sets a king before ns arc 
inimitable, and any representation of royalty after him seems flat and 
colourless. And Miss Lyall’s picture of (’harlcs is perhaps a little 
Hatter tlian it need l)c. She has not Scott^s power (at least it is not 
yet developed) of divorcing licr attention from her sympatliy; her heart 
is with tlic struggle for liberty, and she cannot take pains to make its 
foe a brilliant figure. Jt lias always seemed to us that Scott^s peculiar 
power depends in great measure on liis mind having been forced into 
exactly this attitude. His imagination w'as on one side, and his judg¬ 
ment on the otlicr. Hence he was forced to be dramatic. The re¬ 
mark is not out of place here. We would urge on all young writers 
(and the horrible sm<picion that they do not read Scott almost turns 
our warning to a denunciation) that his mural disinterestedness is the 
ideal of artistic work. If they would be dramutjp, if they would paint 
human nature, they must avoid the error of letting approval be the 
measure of interest, they faiust not linger over the character in which 
they would have found an example, they must nof/hurry over the 
character in which they would have found a warning; the demands of 
Art must never be weighed against any otlier, and the lesson of mora¬ 
lity, however it is conveyed, must not show itself in any inequality of 
delineation. But whilq we must own that the novel before us illus¬ 
trates the opposite method from that of Scott, we would claim for it 
to some, extent exactly that feeling for history as something more than 
a gallery.of britlant pictures, which was what Carlyle missed in his 
great fellow-countryman. The hero is entangled in a plot to ruin a 
Puritan cousin whose inheritance his elder brother hopes to gain; and 
when he recoils with horror from the treachery which would make 
liim a witness against the victim of his brother's cupidity^ he is himself 
.thrown into Newgate. Up to this point the reader feels the inevitable 

> lathe Golden Bays.” ByEdssXyaU. London; Hnrtt ft Blackett. 



CONTEMPORARY RECORDS. 


755 


reminiscence a misfortune, but afterwards it is different* We can all 
well imagine the course of the story in the hands of Scott. A touch 
of vigorous shadow, a vista of darkness, and then a- sudden deliver¬ 
ance, a triumphant escape into honour, dignity, and heroic distinction, 
without a touch of ignominy or of fear, and only just so much endurance 
as would 1)0 enough to bring out dauntless cQuragc and romantic high 
spirit. To our mind the picture of long hope-crushing endurance, of 
flickering hard tried forritude and personal humiliatioif, is as much 
truer to a real historic feeling as the setting of dialogue and accessory 
is inferior in brilliant distinctness; and we suspect that the reader has 
a better notion, from reading the experience of Miss Lyali’s hero, of 
what a prisoner under the Restoration had to suffer, than from read¬ 
ing that of tlio hero (to take a contemporary sketch of Scott’s) of 
" Pcveril of the Peak.” And in this respect the novel before us 
provokes a comparison, with Scott in his own line and fails there. 
Our tribute will perhaps ho misleading to any one who will not 
carefully attcuil to its limitations. 

I suggest one other remark. The central figure of this novel, 
us far as interest goes, is meant to be that of Algernon Sydney, 
and the plot is entangled with his judicial murder, while the' 
hero’s enthusiasnf for him appears intended to be the key-note 
of the novel, withstanding the fact that some of its readers 
have apparently found it so, wc must say, and wish we had space fully 
to justify tlie remark, that the only interest we can take in Miss 
Lyall’s representation of Algernon Sydney is as affording another illus¬ 
tration of a principle which ffetion constantly illustrates one way or 
another—the principle that genius is no fitting object for art. We 
use tlie word genius in a very wide and vague sense; we would include 
in it whatever gives the impression of moral originality, whatever 
suggests, even when it does not, as in this case, imply, that the 
character must, from its own force and size, have been known to 
history. This is just the material that is tempting to* a young writer, 
but it is the material which the true artist learns to avoid. Besides 
the obvious fact that you want more .space, more colour, more contrast 
of light and shade to paint a great n^aii than a small one, it remains 
true for those who eva give all these things that in proportion as a 
character is striking and massive it is hard to put upon it that 
stamp of individual creation without which there is 119 effect of 
literary power whatever. Where our rule seems confuted, it will 
generally be found that the interest oflearhing the opinions of a great 
writer about a great man is mistaken for the pleasure of contemplating a 
work of art. The principle is illustrated by the failure (as we should 
conceive it) of the greatest dramatic genius* the world has known, 
Shakespeare has left us one play, associated with what Mr. Fronde 
has called “the greatest name in history,” and “Julius Caesar" is 
one of his finest plays. But in getting rid of his hero in the 
middle of the play he seems to us frankly to confess his power¬ 
lessness to communicate to the colossal figure any impressive¬ 
ness that was not already there. And wc should say that the treat-^ 
ment was quite as expressive of conscious powerlessness; surely 
Shakespeare did not mean to say that the most remarkable thing about 
Cesar was bis tmru for braggadocio, but this is wbat he does say. 
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The failure is most instructive, but we arc hardly allowed to couple 
the words failure and Shakespeare. We may, however, be permitted 
to join those of success and Scott, and need only glance along his 
gallery of brilliant figures to note the absence among them of any 
Hgurc of such moral impressiveness that all others must be painted in 
relation to it. Unless Louis XI. is to be taken ak an exception, Scott 
never attempts to paint a great man j every character of first-rate im¬ 
portance on the page of history appears in hia pages only in the back¬ 
ground. We catch a glimpse of Elizabeth and even of Cromwell, but 
it is but a fugitive glimpse; the foreground is given to personages who 
bring no overwhelming liistoric impressiveness, and all his most 
successful creations arc those who not only did not leave, any trace 
on the records of a nation, but could not possibly have done so. 
The impression of vividness which he leaves on the reader is one he 
creates and docs not find. In this respect, as in so many others, he 
seems to us a model for the literary artist, and we would gladly sec 
only those led away from it who were drawn by some irresistible 
instinct pointing to exceptionable sympathies and power to express 
them; a combination extremely rare in literature. In speaking of 
genius it must be remembered that we have nothing to do with the 
historic Algernon Sydney; the kind of interest which Miss Lyall 
needs is at any rate exactly the kind of interest which Scott avoided j 
whether or not it was that which would be allotted to Sydney on 
the page of history, it is that which he needs as the central figure of 
u romance. Our warning is one of wider application than may at 
fiist appear; it would sift fiction of much that is inappropriate and 
unsuitable in portraying not less the life of our day than that of the 
past; and only our narrow limits preclude us from illustrating its 
importance in the case of many other iictiQns besides that which, from 
the hopes it raises, wc have thought best worthy of forming its 
occasion. 

"VVe have left ourselves space to say little more of the last novel* of 
an author snatched away from certain popularity than that it does 
not contain a page •that is not eminently readable, in which every 
reader will agree with us, and that it does not contain a single page 
that is eminently remerabcrable (if we may coin a much-needed word), 
in which we should think most critics would agree with us. We need 
give* no hint of the character of a story which has by this time been 
read by most novel-readers, and would merely adviso'any exceptional 
specimen of the class who has not yet perused it to follow the example 
of his brethren. The book leaves a curiously piebald impression ou 
the mind. The narrative itself is a perfect specimen of what narrative 
should be in point of style, and two of the characters are, or rather one 
character in two editions is, originally conceived and delicately and 
firmly painted. But where anything of the nature of tragic power is 
required wc ftel wc arc dealing with puppets, and the greater part of 
the story requires tragic power. The interest never collapses, because 
the narrative has that rapidity which carries the reader over a total 
blank of dramatic interest, but the moment we quit the bachelor 
brothers and their friend the Bev. Sylvanus Mordle, we care for no 
personage in the tale. However, we care a great deal for them. The 

♦ “ A Fftinily Affair.** By Conway. London; Macmillan. 
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only otiier figures which stand out from the canvas in any degree 
are the Calvinistic maid who, believing her own fate to lie among 
the condemned, takes upon herself, in its literal sense, the task of the 
fivie dam7i^e; and the villain, w^om, in pursuance, of this belief, she 
does not hesitate to murder in order to save her beloved mistiw 
from his persecution. The villain is rather clever in a stagey point 
of view as a villain, but as the husband of an interesting young lady 
he is absurdly impossible, and wc cannot uuderatand why no pains 
were taken to make him a conceivable object even of girlish infatuation. 
Aud wc should say that the belief in election and reprobation lay 
in a region where the author was too little at home to borrow his 
models, although the conception of the Calvinistic murderess is original, 
and needs only a stronger power of sympathy either with faith 
or unbelief to have been powerful. But that power would probably 
have been associated with other qualities which would have made 
A Family Affair a difl'ereut novel altogether, aud probably one less 
entertaining and popular. 

Juiu Wedgwood. 


11.—GENEHAL LITERATUKK. 

BioGRAi’HY.—-Mr. Reeve has been able to publish the Second Fart of 
“ The Grcville Memoirs ” * sooner than was generally expected, and to 
do so without making more than a few inconsiderable omissions out of 
delicacy towards persons still alive. One of' the reasons for this is ns 
satisfactory as it is obvious; the present instalment of the work deals 
with a new reign, in which political and social life has been much freer 
from scandal, and Mr. Grcville had fewer facts to record that anybody 
would be ollendcd to hear repeated. These volumes thus enable us to 
mark the improvement tlmt has taken place in tlm A*i‘ctorian era, and if 
they are in some way less spicy than their predecessors, they are just as 
entertaining for the gossip and aiiccdotps the/ contain, aud just as 
important as a mirror of the current political feelings of the time. 
The description of the young Queen, and her Consort, and her dinner¬ 
parties, and the little worries and mistakes of her coronation cere¬ 
mony will naturally attract the greatest interest; but many.good things 
arc told of Wellington, Macaulay, and almost every other important 
politician of the day. Another instalment of the journal yet remains 
for publication.—Cyclopaedias arc only too apt to fall vcxatiously behind 
in the matter of punctuality of publication of their successive volumes, 

' and it is evidence of the energy and thorough efficiency of the editorial 
management of the new Dictionary of National Biography ”t that 
its first four volumes have now appeared each at its projected time, 
and each as satisfactory as the others; and we may therefore reckon as 
confidently on receiving a new volume of it once a quarter as upon any 
of the quarterly reviews. The present volume comes down as far as 

* ** The GrevUIe Memoirs (Second Part): a Joamal of the Reign of Queen Victoria 
from 1837 to 1852.” Ry tbe late Charles C. P. GreviUe. In 3 vols. Lonto; 
Loocmans & Co. 
t London : Smith, Blder & Co. 
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IJiber, and contJiins articles on Berkeley, by Mr. Leslie Stephen; 
Bentbam, by Jllr. John Macdoncllj Bewick, by Mr. Austin Dobson ; 
Betterton, by Mr. Joseph Knight. Great care and much original 
investigation of authorities continue to be spent on even the least- 
known names. No work of the kind has ever been better done.—The 
lives of Robert Moffat, the famous African missionary, and his wife, 
written by their son, Mr. John S. Moffat,* * * § form an inspiring record of 
calm, brave, yise work, and will find a place of value in the honoured 
shelf of missionary biogniphy. ' The central interest of the work lies 
of course in Moffat's labours amonjf the natives, but some of the 
glimpses given of his early days aiul of the people from whotn he 
sprang arc very attractive; and his views about our policy in Soutli 
Africa will receive the attention they deserve, whether men agree with 
them or no. The biographer has done his work with reverent care and 
in a straightforward, unaffected style.—Mr. Charles !^^ackay has written, 
under the title of “Tlic Founders of the American Republic,” f a 
scries of short popular biographies of Washington, Adams, Jefferson, 
Franklin, and Madison, and appended a concluding chapter on “ Tlio 
Dangers of Ultra-Democracy,” iu which he thinks the rock ahead of the 
American Republic is the lust of territory, which is commonly thought 
to be a specially monarchical failing. None of the five founders of 
the Republic were very sure of its durability, and it has certainly 
outlived greater dangers than the rock descried by Mr. Mackay; bnt 
his reasoning on the subject will afford some food for reflection, and 
his account of the several fathers of the Great Democracy will he 
found fresh and stimulating reading.—A more satisfactory book than 
“Eminent Doctorscould not bc.casily recommended, especially for 
unprofessional perusal. 'It goes over the whole field of English 
medical heroes from Linacre to Sir Henry Thompson. Substantial 
biographical details arc given ; but the author’s power of stating the 
essential contribution of each of his worthies to the science of healing 
deserves particular recognition. Not so long as monographs, and 
fuller than tlic uVy articles of dictionaries, his lives of past and 
present great workers have just such treatment as creates interested 
and intelligent apprcciatiou of their labours. Mr. Bettany^s 
style is of that sound kind which fulfils its purpose without demanding 
special attention to itself.—Mr. Andrew Lang's new series of “English 
Worthies” opens auspiciously with a very fresh and intci’cstiiig 
account of-Charles Darwin, by !Mr. Grant A]len.6| Darwin's life 
having been singularly devoid of outward incident, the book is naturally 
taken up for the most part with his work and opinions, and of these 
Mr. Allen contrives in the brief space at his dispbsal to give as clear 
and adequate an exposition as any one can desire. But under the 
savan Mr. Allen delights to find the man, and to show us the singularly 
pure, elevated, and human character of the great biologist. 

MtscjaLANKOvs.—“From Shakspeare to Fope”|l is the title of a 

* Louilou ; yjsher Unwin. + Kilinburgh : W. Blackwood h Song, 

t “Kiiiiiirnt Doctors: tbefr Lives and tlieir Wo»k.” By G. T. Bettany, ALA. 

(Camb.), B.Sc. (Lend.), F.L.S., author of “First Lessons in i*racticai Botony,” 
“Elemeutary Physiology,’* &c.;aQd Lecturer on Botany in Goy’s Hospital Medical 
School. In 2 vole. Loudon: James Hogg, Paternoster Kow, 

§ London : Longmans & Co. 

II By Edmund Gosso, Cambridge : University Pices. 
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course of lectures which Mr. Oossc has delivered at Cambridge and in 
iVmcricaj and which hare for their object to explain the causes and 
phenomena of the rise of classical poetry in England. The subject is 
comparatively, fresh^ and carries us over pleasant fields, which are 
probably less known than wo make-believe them to be. Mr. Oosse is 
an excellent guide, and throws niucii charm and stimulus into his dis« 
cuss:iou of the subject. Ills conclusion seems to be, that wc owe our 
classical poetry to Waller, but what Waller owed it to no&ody can well 
say.—Vrofossor Ball’s Story of^thc Heavens ” * is a model of exposi¬ 
tion, at once exact enough for the scientific and popular enough for the 
general reader. It goes over the whole ground of astronomical science 
with equal fulness of detail and adcipiacy and lucidity of explanation, 
and (loscribcs all the latest discoveries of the spectroscope as well as 
the t(;loscopc. Astronomy is one of the most fascinating of the Bcicnccs, 
and a better guide to it could not be desired tliaii Vrofessor Ball.—A 
scientific work of a difl'erent nature from I)r. Ball's, but likewise most 
vnluablo in its way, is a ** History of Cholera in India,'* by Dejiuty 
Surgeon-General JI. AV. Bcllew, C.S,I.,t who was secretary of tlic 
s[)ecia,l committee appointed by the Indian Government in 1881 to 
inqi/rt; into the prevalence of cliolera in the Punjab, The present 
work is based partly on the results of tlnlt investigation, but partly 
also on special reports from the otjier provinces of India, and it contains 
a great mass of important evidence bearing on the history and pheno¬ 
mena of cholera .in India. The chief conclusions the author reaches 
arc, that there is a triennial periodicity in the outbreaks of the disease 
ill that country, and that they arc connected with climatic conditions and 
especially with the nature of the rainfall.—Sir hldmutid Dn Cano gives 
us an admirable account of our prison, convict, and reformatory systems 
in a handbook on "The Punishment and Preveutiou of Crime” he has 
contriliuted to Alacmilhin’s "Citizen Scries." It is satisfactory to 
know that for the last five years our prison jiopi^lation has been 
decidedly fewer than it has ever before been known to be. Sir Edmund 
has found from prison and poor-law statistics since 1851 that the 
number of prisoners and the number of paupers in this country regu¬ 
larly increase and decrease together in cycles of three years; but even 
this curious periodicity has stopped during the last five years, and a 
auiiformly low level has been observed.—General Brackenbury has 
judged aright in believing that tlic advance of the-river column of the 
late Nile expeditionary force through a hundred miles of cataracts 
and rapids in an enemy's country, possesses sufficient interest and 
importance as a military operation to deserve a permanent record from 
a competent authority; and no one can be better qualified to write 
ftucli a record than himself, wlio commanded the column after General 
Earle was’cut down by his side. Jlis account of the advance, just 
published under the title of '' The River Column," J has therefore 
considerable value as an authoritative description of a military opera¬ 
tion followed with great interest bt the time; and the general public will 
find it not only more exact and full than previous accounts, 8ut also just 
as readable.—To follow Voltaire’s lead in trying to prove that our master 

* London; Cassell ft Co. • t London ; TrUbner ft Co. 

Z Edinburgh: W. Blackwood ft Sons. 
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epic poet vas not original, as the Rev. George Edmundson, M.A., does 
in “ Milton and Vondel,” * is neither useful nor warranted.' It may be 
admitted that there is a probability j}f the Englishman knowing some¬ 
thing of the Dutch contemporary author of " Lucifer ” and'' Samson,'' 
but it is a thorough misunderstanding of what great poetry has been 
to draw conclusions of plagiarism from passages of dim parallelism. 
There were jnuny attempts to tell the story of Faust before Goeth®; 
and Dautc*s “ Divine Comedy " was only the best of a whole series of 
similar visions. The TIeIjrew talcs of^dam and Eve or If Samson are 
common property; and as in preaching from the same texts different 
minds will follow a similar course, so poets must touch the same ground 
in b(!autifying anyoriginal legend or piece of history. The onlycuriosity 
of literature connected with this unnecessary volume is, that an edu¬ 
cated mind should have misconceived so far the purpole and meaning 
of the iiiglicst poetry as to raise at all the question of Milton’s helping 
himself from Vondel's dramas.—There can be no doubt at all of the 
interest and value of “The Literary Remains of Charles Stuart 
Calverlcy,” t and the memoir which forms part of the work, if not 
v<!ry remarkable for the accuracy and skill of its style, has at least the 
note of Avarmest friendship. Calverlcy, with all his personal g. -^es 
and rather refined form of iutellcelual wit, will have to take his place 
among the numerous classof Oxford and Cambridge men whose promise 
was great and Avhose performances have been but poor apology to Nature 
for their fine original faculty. But for Avliat Calvcrley was able to do, 
those Avho have the right feeling in literature Avill be greatly thankl'ul, 
thougli it is melancholy to think that such a mind has not done more 
to clieer aud aid liis follows. Greek and Latin verses, or oven fly¬ 
leaves, Avcrc hut clover introductorics to what should have come from 
such talent and opportunity.—Professor AVallace’s “Farm Live Stock 
of Great llritain’'J is a general handbook of stock-farming, describing 
tlie principles qf breeding, tlic different varieties of stock, and their * 
management in health and disease. Tlic book has the advantage of 
being short, and Avritten in language Avhich any farmer may under¬ 
stand, and it ought to prove very useful.—^Ir. Percy Fitzgerald has 
collected the passages of dramatic criticism scattered through the 
writings of Charles Lamb, and published thcm*iu a single volume 
under the title of “The Art of the Stage.”§ These criticisms are 
often fulV of insight, and even Avhen most whiqisical are still 
charming; and many readers will be glad to have tJcm in this con¬ 
nected form. Mr. Fitzgerald adds to them a commentary of his own 
on some of the principal points of histrionic theory that are touched 
upon by Lamb; and Avhile not going so far as Lamb in some tilings, he 
condemns the jircscnt overdoing of stage scenery, and contends that 
no more scenery is wanted than so much suggestion as Avill help the 
imagination of the audience to work for itself 

* “ Milton and Vondel: a Cnriosity of LitoTaturo.” By George Edmundson, M.A., 
late Fellow#and Tutor of Brasonose College, Oxford, Vicar of Northolt, Middlesex. 
London: 'jS'Qbner k Co, 

+ “The Literary Bemuns of Charles Stuart Calverley.” With Memoir by 
Walter J. Seudall. With Portraits aud Illustrations. Loudon: Georgc’^ell & Sons, 

X Edinburgh: Oliver k Boyd. § London: Remington & Co, 
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^rilE “burning question ” of the day might well seem to be by this 
J- time almost, or altogether, exhausted; the arguments on this side 
and on that to have been threshed out to tlic last grain of wheat, the 
last particle of chaff. If I avail myself of the offer of the Editor of 
the CoNTEMPOKVRY Heview to Ict mc say in its pages what I 
have been unable to say elsewhere, it is because I find myself in 
the present instance, not for the first time, unable to enlist myself 
without reserve under either leader in tlie conflict, compelled, in 
greater or less measure, to adopt tiie per se which 

has in every ago, before and after Dante, been the portion of those 
who would not echo the cries of parties, and who sought tO avoid 
the falsehood of extremes. , 

I have no wish, however, to take my place among the trimmers, the 
waverers, the waiters upon Providence, the molluscous politicians.” 
I will say at once that I should look on the Disestablishment, and 
yet more on the Disendowment, of the Church as a great, though 
probably, not an irreparable, misfortune for the English people; that 
I cannot conceive any combination of circumstances, short of such a 
change as would make the English Church what the Irish Church 
was in 1868, in which I could do otherwise than vote against it, and 
if compelled to '' accept the inevitable,” do otherwise than accept 
with a protest. What I most deplore is that the virus of opportunism f 
seems, in this matter, to have emasculated the energies of our 

* "So 'twill be well for thee 
( A party to have made thee by tbyseir.” 

Dakte, Parad. xvii. 69. (Longfellow.) 

t Mr, Gladstone's three utterances on tbc Diseatablishment question—the Manifesto, 
the letter to Mr. Haworth Smith, and the speech of November 11 at Kdinburgh— 
suggest, if taken in their proper sequence and with a slight amount of reading between 
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statesmen, that those who ought to lead seem content ta follow. It 
is perfectly true that no statesman can resist, as things are, the will 
of tlie people as declared by an ovcrjjrhclming majority of the House 
of Commons, and I can understand a statesman thinking it bis duty, 

the lines, tanotlier explanation of hia astFon than tlie mero opportnnism which I have 
condcnincil. If 1 muy venture for a moment mentally to put myself into his place, 
and to endeavouAto think bis thoughts, I picture his position prior to tbo first of those 
utterances somewhat as followsUe has rcturiied from his Norway cruise with 
runewed strength. T)io symptoms that threatened voice and general health in the 
earlier part of the year, and msule the prospect of retiremeut nearer than it bad ever 
been before, have disappeared. One whoso life has been spent in unremitting labour 
could not bring himself, while it was yet ‘‘called to-day,” and there was the power of 
working, to retire from the world like Charles V., or to make the "grand refusal '* for 
whiuharope, otherwise Idaincless, was coiideroncd by Oantc to a place in his "Inferno.'’ 
The work on which ho liad entered in 1880 was still incomplete. It had been taken 
out of his own hands, and tliosc of his party, by one of the chances of political life. 
For the sake of that party, and, from liis point of view, of the country, it was well to 
make nn ettbrt to recover the position he had lost. Andsucli a man, in such a position, 
contemplating the last stage of his |iolitical life, might naturally aspire not only to be 
tho iicconcilcr of the divisions of his own jjarty, but to avert the dangers of violent 
collision between opposing forces, of which the prophetic insight of old experience led 
him to think os only too prr;bablc. He had in tho autumn of last year played the 
part of a pcacteinaker at a tinie when England was more nearly on the brink of 
a revolution then she lias been sinco tho House of Lords threw out the lleform 
Hill of 1831. A more reckless statesman, bent on "unding" rather than ‘‘mending," 
niigbt have ]mt himself at the head of a movement whioh would liiive swept aw*ay 
all obstruction, and obtained au immodiato victory, the couscrpieiiccs of which neither 
he, nor any one, could forecast. Mr. (irhuUtonc, as wu know, did precisely the opposite 
of this. With a mind essentially evolutionary in its character, rather than revolu¬ 
tionary, natural forces and tendencies luodiHutl by hia environment, "widening slowly 
down from precedent to precedent," bringing forth “things new and old" from the 
treasure-house of his experience, he np])ear(’d.in the character of a peacemaker, broko 
through the convontiotiuiitiea of ]>aityt(> come to an honourable with his 

opponents, even though in so doing lie wounded the more extreme sections of his 
BUppnrtci'M. Tho result of these dibits made the year 18H4 an annua mirahilia in 
Knglisli history, it is no wild hynotlusis to .assume tho coiitiuuanco of that temper in 
the present iustanue. Ho feels that tlie night is coming; ho desires above all things 
that the sunset «if his life may nut lie stormy. Ilia mood of mind may bo described as 
that of one who stilj desires coHcorf/o/s with evcrylnuly. That desire is thwarted by 
ominouB aigim of coming tumults. There U a whistling uf winds, and the stormy petrels 
are seen upon tho waters. Mr. Chamberlain’s spcccncs in Scotland, the couspicuous 
setivitv of the Lilierationist agents in every borough aud county, the Jfecord’n list of 800 
Liberal candidates pledged to tho principle of Disestablishment, showed that that ques¬ 
tion. with all its jienls and its dilliciiltics, was likely to be brought to the front, and to 
become the ‘‘burning questiou’*of tho day. He issues the Manifesto in the hope of 
throwing it altogether into tho background of politics, into the "dim and distant 
future" which thoro was no probability that he would live to see. He bears his 
Icstimmiy in^so doing to the sjiiritual life and power of tlie institution which is 
attacked. Hut the words so spoken proved ineffectual. Mr. ’ Chamberlain, in his 
letter of October 9, repudiated the idea of tho “dim,and distant future," and 
predicted that that future would " come quickly." The "Radical Programme’’ 
endorsed by Mr. Chamberlain, with its exclusively destructive and “thorough" 
scheme of Disendowment, proclaimed that" tKe time for action bad come." It was not 
to he w/)uderrd at that Liberal Churchmen should bo alarmed, that Conseia'ative 
Churchmen should raise tho cry of "the Church in danger," with the feeling that 
the danger was not imaginary. Then, just at tliis juncture, came Mr. Ohamberlaiu’s 
memorable visit to Ifawaidcn, on October 10. What passed at that interview between 
the tw'o statoBinen can only at present be conjectured rrom the action that followed, and 
1 am not prepared to write an ‘‘ imaginary conversation,” after the manner of 
Thucydides or Laudor. I give what seems to me an approximate summary in very 
familiar words. 1 can conceive the younger aud more impetsons politician urging with 
all his power the counsel: " Cut it down; why cumberetn it the ground ? *' The older 
and moro experienced, with a larger vision and wider sympathies, pleads on the other 
side, “ Let it alone this year also—(a year, in homely, biblical phrase, of ‘ digging ud 
dunging,' of pruning aud cleansing), and then if it bear fruit, well * if not—if it ^ 
to ^ its work, and to g^dn the hearts of the masses of the people, with whom the 
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as the least of two evils, to give effect to that will, even w^hen it it 
against his own convictions. A pupil of Peel ma^ well hesitate to 
give unalterable pledges about anything; but the electors, especially’ 
the two millions of new electors, hare a right to ask, What do you 
wish ? what do you advise ? what do you think right ? and to look for 
more satisfying answers than they h&ve yet had from any leading 
Liberal statesman, except Mr. Childers and Mr. W. E.sForster. In 
the tone of Mr. Gladstone's Manifesto, and his letter to Mr. 
Bosworth Smith,we note the wish to avoid the question, to relegate 
it to the ''dim and distant future," so that there may be "peace and 
truth "—peace and truth in other matters of Liberal policy and for 
the Church itself, in his days—the desire that the work, in any case, 
may not conic into his hands to do; the faith, it is just to add, that 
the spiritual life of the Church does not depend on the temporal 
accidents of its establishment; the endeavour to leave, as his last 
legacy to the great Liberal party which he has so nobly' led, the ex¬ 
pression of his feeling that, whenever the change shall come, it should 
be carried into effect in the spirit of a large-hearted and' generous 
considcratencss. But I confess that I think with Mr. Bosworth 

ultimate verdict roust rest ’’^then, after tlint^** then, and not till then— ihov, and not T, 
slialt cat it down.” And so onco more there was something of the nature of a eoiteordat. 
The Disestablishment (jncstioii was to be withtlrawn altogether, for Scotland and V^oles, 
as well as for li^nglaml, from tlie ])rogrammc of the cuniiug I’arliament, and, ontho other 
side, the greater statesman was to refrain from any language that might ^ afterwards 
quoted ns affirming that under no conceivable circiimstanoes could disestablishment and a 
certain measure of disendowment be just or expedient. Against a “ root and branch” 
disendowment he hod already pledged himself in his Ikfaaifesto. In accepting thoso 
terms, Mr. (iladstono may well have thought, not only tlmt he was securing the uuity 
of the Liberal party by postponing a question which was certain to shiver it into 
fragments, but that ho was conferring an almost priceless boon on the Church to 
which he was attached, and with which the best memorios of his lifo wore interwoven. 
And for my own part, I am free to confess that I think the boon Whs great. It gave to 
Churchmen the goldeu opportunity of '‘setting tlieir house iu order." It supplied a 
stimulus for measures that much ncc-led it, for reviving the things that were ready to 
die, for concentrating and organizing energies that are now partially wasted, for 
reforming abuses, for gaining a hold on tho minds of the people, which would alter 
the whole political situation. Mr. Cladstouc’s letter to Mr. Bosworth Smith betrays 
a certain measure of irritated surprise that his motives were not appreciated, and 
this was, I think, natural enough. But, on tho other hand, as 1 have said above, I 
cannot think that the alarm of Liberal Churchmen was altogether groundless, or that 
Conservative Churehmen can rightly he charged with raising tho cry Church in 
danger ” only for party purposes. The position of the former may, perhaps, be best 
illustrated by a parable. They are as the possessoni of an estate, which some look on 
as a freehold and others as a trust, iu which the trustees ought not to be disturbed until 
unfaithfulness and mismanagement have been proved against them. Suddenly they are 
served by,the junior partner iu their firm of familysohcitors with notice of an action of 
ejectment'on belialf of the claimant Di^mos. They arealarmed, and look to the senior 
partner to know whether he is a party to the action. After conference with hiS junior, the 
action is witlidrawn from Court, and they are told that they are safe for three, or five, 
or seven years, terminable at the will of the head of the firm ior the time being. Such 
an arrangement may have been the best that could be made, and it certainly gives them 
a time oi grace for preparing their defence, but it is obviously not a eomiortable one, 
and one cannot won^r that many, like those represented in tho Duke of Westminster’s 
Address, should wish for a fuller assurance. Here also we need a little more mutusl 
understanding, and the temper that thinks no evil. 1 have endeavoured to put myself 
iu Mr. Gladstone’s position. It is not too much that l.and those who think with me 
should ask him to put himself in ours. 

* For the impressions left by the Edinburgh speech of November 11, see p. 765. 
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Smitb* that we might have hoped for more than this. Bat the 
experieoce of the Iriah Church disestablishment might hare taught 
him^ as it has taught others, how soo^n a question which seems in the 
** dim and distant future," may come very near, how " the bolt falls 
from the blue," how the cloud that hovers on the horizon no bigger 
than a man’s hand may spread over the whole political firmament^ 
and briug with it the tempestuous winds which compel even the 
experienced navigator to change his course, perhaps, also, to save his 
ship, by throwing a Jonah, who is hefd responsible for the storm, to 
the howling waves. And therefore, I think, it was natural enough 
that we should wish to know whether, in Mr. Gladstone’s judg> 
ment, the time had at length come when the present position of 
the Church of England was so far identical with the past position of 
the Irish Church as to demand, on all principles of a strict inexorable 
equity, that it should be subjected to identical or analogous treatment. 
Was it, as that Church was, an incubus, an insult to the people with 
which it had to deal \ a Church, which to use Lord Beaconsdeld's 
phrase of the Irish Establishment,t had “ from the first been un¬ 
faithful to its trust," and the “ last expiring efforts ” of which only 
tended to embitter the sectarian animosity that had been the 
growth of centuries ? Could its historical connection with the State 
be'broken now without the '^laceration" of the nation’s life which 
at one time seemed to the great statesman its inevitable result ? 
The language of Mr. Gladstone’s Manifesto, his conspicuous 
admiration for some of the great workers of the Church who have 
now gone to their rest, excludes an affirmative answer to the former 
question. Does he think, in reference to the second, that there 
will be no " laceration " in the process now ? i Has he come to the 
conclusion that the Church of England is now the Church of the 
minority, or of a majority not sufficiently preponderant to justify the 
position which it has hitherto held in connection with the nation’s 
life. It may be, and this is, it seems to me, the only legitimate plea 
for the policy of opportunism, that he waits for the coming election 
to show whbthcr this is or is not so. But if the ne^: Voters are not 
to be led to the poll like " dumb driven cattle " by the Liberation 
Caucus, they have some claim to ask that the oracle should not be 
dumb on this point, that one whose " old experience " might well 
imply " something of prophetic strain," should tell them how he 
thinks they ou^ht to vote, how far the policy which looms in the 
dim distance is in his judgment equitable or expedient, whether the 
task is one to which the Liberal leaders of the future ought to 
address themselves in spite of its enormous difficulties, or one from 

* Letter in TVmee of November 20. 

t 1 think in ** Tancred,” bat I cannot now verify the quotation. 

. t The Edinburg meeh ahowa that thia ia admittM to the extent of making 
Dieeatablishment ao diincult that it ia better to poatpene conaiderisg it* 
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wliich it would be right aud wise for them to hold aloof fill the whole' 
state of the nation is other than it is now. 

It follows from what 1 bare said that I cannot hold with the con¬ 
tention of Mr. Gladstone's letter to Mr. Bosworth Smith, echoed, as 
I write (Xovember 15), by a scone of Haitical politicians, that the 
clergy and the lay members of the Church who oppose Disestabliah- 
meut are responsible for bringing the question iiitJ a premature 
prominence. It has been apparently agreed, as the basis of a con¬ 
cordat, that it shall not be mooted by tlie leaders of the Radical 
section of the Liberal party during the coming session, perhaps— 
though tins is not clearly defined—that it shall not be formally sub¬ 
mitted to the coming Parliaiucut;—that there shall be, to borrow 
the language of the Swiss Constitution, a rv/ermdum to the electors, 
that they may then return a Parliamcut a:l hoc with a special mandate. 
But in politics, if it is nut altogether true that nothiug happens but 
the unexpected, it is true that the unexpected plays a large part in 
the history of political parties. The life of the next Parliapieut may 
be an exceptionally short one. Some private member may move an 
abstract resolution for which those who agree with him will feel 
bound to vote, and the responsible leaders of the Liberal party, iu or 
out of office, may not have the courage to vote, as a body, for the 
previous question. And the signs of the times arc ominous. Mr. 
Chamberlain’s Scotch speeches at least pointed to some such abstract 
resolution as not far off. In the letter on “ Pree Education," with 
which he favoured mo, dated October f), he states ids conviction 
that *^the settlement is likely to come quickly, aud mi in the dim 
and distant future.” All that he will admit is that the delay may 
be considerable.” Tlic Record's list of the 5f)f) Liberal candidates, of 
whom over 450 (I make an allowance for subsequent denials or ex¬ 
planations) had more or less pledged themselves to vote for Disestab* 
lishment, shows the pertinacious activity of the Liberation agents. It 
might fairly be contended, at some future convenient season, that those 
wbohad bceuso elected had received a sufficient mandate fursometliing 
more than an abstract resolution. Colonel Maurice, iuhis interesting 
volume on “ Hostilities without a Declaration of War," published by 
the War Office, has collected over a hundred instances of such hos¬ 
tilities iu the military history of the last century and a half. Have 
we afiy guarantee that there may not be like hostilities iu the political 
tactics of the next five years, or the next five months ? I hold, there¬ 
fore, that there is sufficient justification for the action taken by the 
bishops, clergy, apd laity, who, at public meetings or conferences, or 
in charges aiid sermons, to state the Church’s case, as it seemed to. 
them to stand; for the memorable and weighty address from Liberal 
Peers aud others, including the Duke of Westminster, Lord Selborne, 
and Mr. T. Hughes, which appeared in the Times of November 4 , as 
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a preparation for tLe coming struggle. If the battle is to come 
sooner or later, it is well—though we, may prefer the " later —^to 
prepare ourselves and others for it, to state facts, to assert principles, 
that men may at least have data for their judgment, and know the 
strong aud the weak pdints of their case, instead of lighting with 
weapons which they have not proved. 

But, having said this, 1 am free to confess that there is much in the 
tone of the Church Defence speakers and writers (I do not speak 
specifically of the Institution which bears that title) with which 1 
cannot bring myself to sympathize. IV the most part their language 
is- simply combative, often it is defiant ■ and contemptuous. They 
have spoken as if the clergy of the last two centuries had been 
the guides and teachers of the people; lights shining in the darkness, 
wantonly attacked by an ungrateful world. To Ine it seems that our 
attitude in relation to the present controversy with Dissent, however 
firm we may be in the defence of that which we cannot abandon 
without being faithless to our trust, ought also to be one of penitence 
and confession. For here, too, as in the case of Ireland, there are, 
behind all the jealousies and animosities of the present, the memo¬ 
ries of an “ ancient tale of wron^.” Wliat the Revocation of the 
Edict of Nantes Avas to the history of France, that the Act of Uni¬ 
formity of 1662 >pas to the history of England. It cast out the 
Raritan element from the Church of tlie Nation, aud with it many 
of those who, as the “salt of the carth,'^ might have saved her from 
the torpor and corruption that ensued. I do not, of course, ignore 
the fact that that Act Avas a retaliation for the Avrongs inflicted on 
the clergy under the rule of the Long Parliament and Cromwell;— 
that excuses might be pleaded for the “ black Bartholomew ” of 
England as like excuses were pleaded for the blhcker Bartholomew of 
France;—but the Avisdom of the time would have been to start with 
an amnesty, wiping out old scores and turuing over a now leaf. And 
the wrong was aggravated by the sense of fraud. The Declaration 
of Breda had assured the Presbyterians, without whom the Restora¬ 
tion could not have been accomplished, that tlicir c^omplaints would 
be listened to, that their grievances would be redressed; and they 
found themselves almost as unable to obtain a patient hearing at the 
Savoy Conference as they had done at that of Hampton Court. And 
then this was followed by a long series of vindictive and oppressive 
measures, of which the Conventicle Act, the Five Miles Act, the Test 
and Corporation Acts, are samples. The Dissenter was made to feel 
that he lived in a house of bondage, and the iron entered into his 
soul. He could not obtain an education at a University. He waa 
told by word and act that he was not a gentleman. He was excluded 
from society as well as Parliament and from office. When Ken, 
Tillotson and Burnet, men widely differing in many things, yet 
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having the common element of sympathy with‘ goodness, wherever 
they found it, associated freely with Nonconformists, they were 
the exceptions that proved the r^e. That, for more than a century 
and a half, was the position of the English Dissenter. Its 
effects were aggravated in their numerical and moral force, by the 
large accession of the Wesleyans, who, in their turn, had been driven 
into seceding by the general hostility of the EstablisRcd clergy to 
anything like enthusiasm, i^owly, against the dead weight of 
prejudice, and amid cries of alarm, ** Church in danger ** and the 
like, as from owls startled by tbc light, a better spirit at last pre¬ 
vailed. AVc trace the milestones of its tardy progress ia the repeal 
of the Test und Corporation Acts in 1828, the Dissenters' Marriage 
Act, the abolition of Qhurcli Rates, University Reform, the Con¬ 
science Clause, the Burial Act. It can scarcely be contended,'! 
fear, that the bishops and clergy'of our Church have taken a lead¬ 
ing part in those acts of reparation. Can we wonder, if we men¬ 
tally put ourselves in the position of the children of the men who 
were thus treated, that tliey should look at Church questioua from a 
standpoint altogether different from that from which wc look on 
them ? Ought not our tone towards the great mass of Noncon¬ 
formists, as towards the masses of the people of Ireland, to be one of 
regretful consideration, and frank confession of the errors and 
shortcomings of the past ? Even when we stand face to face with 
those who are, in the Disestablishment question, what Mr. Parnell 
and his League arc on that of Home Rule, ought we not, however 
sorely tried by unreasonable demands and marvellous misrepresen¬ 
tations of facts, to make w hat allowances wc can, if not for invincible 
ignorance, at least for involuntary prejudice ? The fathers have 
eaten sour grapes, and the children's teeth arc set on edge. Is it 
well to go on eating the sour grapes still, by way of remedying the 
old evil past on homccopathic principles ? I thankfully acknowledge 
that the tone of bitterness and contempt of which I speak is con¬ 
spicuous by its absence from most of the speeches of the bishops and 
other eminent leaders of Church Defence, but one can hardly take 
up a London, still less a provincial, Conservative, paper (even the 
Record not being guiltless), or talk to the average Conservative 
layman or clergyman, without seeing that the old leaven is still 
working. One cannot but fear that Sir Edmund Beckett, who can 
hardly bring himself to speak of a Nonconformist miuister other¬ 
wise than ns Stiggins," or of a Nonconformist chapel otherwise 
than as little Bethel," is a type of many laymen, who pique them- 
B^ves on being particularly sound Churchmen, and who, in their 
open-handed liberality, as regards money, in support of the Church, 
are worthy of all honour. Even Mr. Matthew Arnold, with bis 
scorn of the Philistines of Dissent, seems to cast in his lot with the 
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king who thought the Church of Rome and the Church of England 
the only two religions for a gentleman. 1 humbly folbw Sir 
Edmund Beckett as junior counsel, in this caus^ for the defence, 
but I do not find iu my brief for the National Church " anything 
like the instructions, “We have no case; abuse the plaintiff's 
attorney." It is because I believe that my case is overwhelmingly 
strong that I cau afford to speak to, and of, the “ attorney " of the 
Liberation Society with courtesy and respect. 

And as I am constrained to differ on this point from many of those 
in whose conclusions 1 agree, so also 1 find myself unable to accept 
some, at least, of their arguments. (1.) 1 cannot bring myself to 
think that Liscodowment would necessarily be, iu that of the English, 
any more than it was in that of the Irish Church, an act of sacrilege. 
That “ cry " has not been put forward so prominently now as it was 
then, but it still retains a hold over not a few minds, and it is there¬ 
fore well not to pass it by unnoticed. Those who are influenced by 
it seem, if I mistake not, to start with an erroneous idea of the 
“ consecration " which, in their view, attaches to religious endowment. 
They assume that an endowment so given becomes, from that moment, 
in New Testament phrase, a Corban, which it would be sinful to 
apply to any other purpose, even though that purpose were the ful¬ 
filment of a natural duty, prior in its obligations to all liturgical 
ministrations. They forget that religious endowments can only serve. 
ad majorem Dei gloriam^ through bcit]g subservient to the well-being 
and well-doing of men, and that when through the “changes of 
country, time, and men's manners " they cease to fulfil that function, 
there is and must be a power lodged in the representatives of the State— 
then in the Crown, now in Parliament, as the Supreme Court of Equity 
of the nation—to modify their application. If we attach the epithet 
“sacrilegious," as tve rightly may do, to the confiscation of the 
endowments of monasteries and chantries under Henry VllL and 
Edward VI., it is not because they were consecrated property, never 
to be applied to any other uses than those contemplated by the 
donors, but*because they were applied, not to the promotion of that 
well-being aud well-doing, but to gratify the rapacity of the favour¬ 
ites of a King or a Protector. To be deterred by the fear of sacrilege 
from a reform which would promote those ends would be—I take 
the thought, I think, also the phrase, from Bishop Thirl wall's 
speech on the Irish Disestablishment—little better than a “slavish 
superstition.*' Anyhow, we must remember that the power to be¬ 
queath such endowments is the creation of the State. It can 
restrain the exercise of that power as in the Acts of Mortmain. It 
has the right, when it can do so without breach of compact with 
individuals, and for suflBcient reason, to modify its application. 
Bishop Butler seems even to go further than this, and to sanction 
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(in his veil-known letter to a lady who consulted him on the 
subject of holding tithes or lauds that Lad belonged to the 
Church) * its reappropriatiou to^strictly private uses^ subject only to 
the feeling of a shadowy responsibility still hovering over theih as 
being implicitly of the Usature of a trust. 

(2), Neither again can I agree with those who think that what is 
called Disestablishment (I shall inquire, by-aud-by, wlAt we are to 
understand by it) will uccessarjjy be fatal to tlie religious character of 
the nation. The idea seems to me to substitutethc form for the reality. 
The religious character of the nation is determined by the beliefy 
the feelings, the lives of the majority of its members. If those be 
strong and true they will express themselves in formulie and in acts* 
If they are not, then the use of the formula^ is a solemn hypocrisy. 
There is no virtue in the Dei Gratia upon a coin if the monarch is 
vicious or tyrannical. There is no virtue in the formula, " So help 
me, (jod I ' in an oath of allegiance, which Mr, Bradlaiigh, and 
others, Atheists and Agnostics, are willing to take unhesitatingly. 
There is no religious recognition qf a Supreme Being,—" some kind of 
a Deity,' as was said by some Conservative member in the Bradlaugh 
debates in the 7'e Dcums of popes or kings after a massacre of St, 
Bartholomew, or a victory in an unrighteous war, any more than 
there was in the formulated prayer witli which Napoleon III. used 
to close his "state paper” communications to M. dc Persigny, that 
"God would have him in Ilis holy keeping,” All that can bc'said 
in favour of such formulie is that they arc reminders of the bases 
on which national life ought to rest, and that such reminders may 
be useful, when there is a risk of those bases being forgotten. But 
here also corruptio optimi pessima^ You don't Secure the reality 
by retaining the formula. You may abandon the formula and yet 
retain the reality. The real ground of the so-called establishment of 
nny religious community in close connection with tlie State, not given 
to others, as expressing its religious life, rests, in a free country, on 
the absolute right of a majority to decide, whether it shall so express 
itself. Where a nation is undivided in its faith the case‘presents no 
difficulty. Where it is divided, the right of the majority remains, but 
should be modified in its exercise by consideration for the rights, and 
even the sensibilities, of others. It is conceivable that, even when 
not constituting the absolute majority of the nation, that majority 
may prefer to express its religious life through the most historical 
end the most influential of the many communities into which the 
nation i» divided, rather than ignore it altogether, as it would be 
ignored in the logigal consequences of DisestablUbment. That, pre¬ 
sumably, is the view taken by the large number of moderate and 

* The letter is published iu Bartlett's " Life of Bishop Butler." 
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friendly Dissenters yfho, at the present moment/ hold aloof from 
the action of the Liberation Society. 

In surrendering what 1 may (describe the " sacrilege" and 
‘'national Christianity" arguments, I fear that the clients whose 
cause I maintain may look with«some alarm at the pleadings of their 
junior counsel. They may almost think that he has been arguing 
by mistake ffom a brief prepared for the other side. I must, I 
suppose, submit to the censure which,clients, in such cases, are ready 
to pass upon the rashness and unfaithfulness of their advocate. 1 
would‘Only urge, in my own defence, that though it may be the 
first duty of counsel to make the best of a bad case—short, of 
course, of the extreme course of “ abusing the plaintiff*s attorney ”— 
it is also his first, second, and third duty, when his case is strong, to 
avoid encumbering it with superfiuous and irrelevant .matter; to 
refuse to press points that will not hold water; to ignore, if it be 
necessary, the arguments which, to the clicnl^s mind, perhaps some¬ 
what overwrought, and seeing things through the medium of an 
excited imagination, seem absolutely invulnerable, but which he secs 
to be simulacra^ and not realities. Passing on, therefore, leaving 
these two outworks as neither capable'of defence nor essential to 
the security of the main position, I proceed to discuss, separately, 
the two' questions with which we have to deal. , 

I, Disestablishment. 

It will, I suppose, be conceded on all sides by those who know 
anything of the history of England, as regards ihe relations between 
the Church and the State, that there never was a moment at which 
the latter formally looked round upon several religious communities 
and made its choice of one which it meant to ‘‘establish and 
identify with itself. Tlie earliest Cliristian King of Wessex or of 
Mercia found himself face to face with a religious society which 
he respected, which was ready, with reserves as to its own rights, or 
those of the people, of wliich it claimed to be the protector, to 
support him, and which he himself was prepared ilo support. His 
action in regard to endowments must be reserved for the other .great 
division of our subject. Here, what we have to note, is that the 
bishops, and later on, the abbots, as the chief representatives of the 
religious society, were summoned to his councils as advisers. Often, 
by reason of their superior knowledge and culture, and their claims, 
founded or unfounded, to spiritual authority, they became the chief 
directors of his internal policy. They had their own synods— 
national, provincial, or diocesan; but they also took their part in 
assemblies that were political rather than ecclesiastical. The ftrst 
king of our united England inherited the relations which thus grew 
up. They were not interrupted by changes of dynasty, or -by 
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conquest. They grew with the nation’s grhwth^ and stren^hcned 
with its strength. The Church was the nationi and the nation was 
the Church. Ihe chief officers vof the one were under the same 
sovereign rule as the other. They were, it is true, members also of 
a society which was wider than the nation. They bclongedl^ the ■ 
Christendom of a Catholic, that is, of an Universal, Church. In one 
aspect that membership worked for good, as leading tbenrto bear their 
witness against the limitations a mere nationality. On its evil 
side it led them to look to the Bishop of Rome as their BUjareme 
ruler, and, as he claimed power in things temporal as well os spiritual, 
they were the servants of two masters. The English kings, the 
English people, through its Parliament, would not tolerate that divided 
allegiance. After centuries of conflict that question was settled for 
ever in the submission of the clergy to Henry VIII. in the sCries of 
Royal and Parliamentary Acts which made up the history of the 
Reformation. I cannot follow some influential speakers and writers 
in looking on the reign of that monarch as the starting-point of 
the Church's freedom. As far as the clergy were concerned, they 
found themselves under the iron yoke of a master who would tolerate 
no resistance, who, as the " supreme head of the Church ” (Elisabeth 
abandoned the title but asserted the reality), claimed the power, with 
or without the consent of a servile Parliament, to dictate the order of. 
the Church's worship, as in the advertisements of Elizabeth, or 
the doctrinal teaching of her ministers, as in the'' Royal Declaration *' 
prefixed to the Thirty-nine Articles. To that period—though 
that term was not then used, to tlie first Act of Uniformity,' as the 
definite moment, as far as there was any—we may look as the begin¬ 
ning of the Establishment" period of the Church'slife, It brought 
a mingled good and evil. It secured the nation against a clergy 
who might he subservient to a foreign power, against the evils 
of the sacerdotalism into which, even without that subserviency, the 
clergy might have drifted. But the Church was made to feel who 

had established her, and under what conditions. In the simulacrum 

* ^ 

of the cong^ d'iUre, giving with one hand what it took away with 
the other, there was a futile, one might almost say a fraudulent, 
attempt to reconcile the Catholic ideal of election witli the Erastiau 
ideal of appointment by the Crown, and even the gift involved the 
absolutely Erastiau^ assumption that the* right of the spiritual 
society to elect its own chief officers was derived from, and depen¬ 
dent on, the will of the temporal power. The synods of the 
Church depended, in like manner, on the will of the sovereign for 

0q 6 word on tho meftniog of “ Erastian,*’ In its fuU development it expiMses ths 
principle that it is right fbr every mskn to adopt the rriigion professed by the du^ndsv 
of the State. Oujut ut ngiot o'ta guojue mtgto. As more pom^ly used, it iiapliM 
that the actioD of a Christiaii riiur^ should, in ^ things, be sAjoct to the authori^ 
of the State. 1 cannot pr^ess myself an Erastian in eiffier senie. 



THE CONTEMPORARY RBVIEm 


their power to meet Their work when they met was inoperative, 
except as preparing materials for the deliberations of the legislature. 
They might be, and were, suspended for periods of indefinite length, 
and when they met they were little more than ecclesiastical debating 
clubs,sfor they h^d not, like the House of Commons, the power.of 
the purse as a means of asserting their independence. They were 
tempted, as'under the Stuarts, to regain in influence what they had 
lost in freedom, by identifying tl^pmselves, often conscientiously, 
sometimes from motives of policy, with the doctrines of the divine 
right of kings and the passive obedience of the people,—as under the 
house of Hanover, by identifying themselves with the dominant 
party of the time, by catching at measures of harsh repression 
against the rising organization of Dissent, and resisting every attempt 
to diminish the privileges of a supremacy, which we now see to have 
been unnecessary even for their position as a national and established 
Church. Ideally the existing relations of Church and State are 
almost as far as possible from being those of a perfect polity. But 
Englishmen arc not idealists. They fall in with illogical compro¬ 
mises, and accept the least of two evils. The congi (Ttlire has 
seemed a safeguard against the evils (party strife, and others) of a 
real election of the bishops by their clergy. In proiiortion as the 
action of the I’rimc Minister has taken tlie place of the personal 
intervention of the Crown, and us the Prime Minister has become more 
and more the representative of the people, and open to the influences 
of public opinion, the appointments made have been always respect¬ 
able, often admirable. The Koyal supremacy—exercised in causes 
ecclesiastical through the final Court of Appeal, first the Court of 
Delegates appoifited in each case ad hoct and then the Judicial ConU- 
mittee of Privy Council, however theoretically defective that Court 
may be in its modus opei'andiy or even mistaken, as some think, in its 
decisions—has been welcomed by the great body of the lay members of 
the Church as a safeguard agaiust the exclusive domination of either 
party, High and Low expelling each other by turns, like the Guelfs 
and Ghibellines of Florence, and as securing, therefore, the com¬ 
prehensiveness in which the laity and the wiser of the clergy saw 
one of the chief advantages of an Established Church as compared 
with sectarian independence. 

We have, therefore, at the present crisis, to ask on which side lies 
the preponderance of actual advantage and of reasonable hope for the 
future, whether we shall patiently “ bear the ills we have,” or “ fly 
to others that we know not of,” cither, as some of our High Church 
friends may have desired, when they winced under decisions of the 
Judicial Committee of Council, for a greater measure of spiritual 
independence, or, as Mr. Newman Hall and Dr. Joseph Parker con¬ 
tend, for the removal of the last shred of political and social privi- 
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lege that stauda in the way of the " aacred principle of religious 
equality/' And here it will be well to take stock of what those 
privileges are which will be lost^by Diaeatabliahmeut, considered as 
separable, in thought at least, if not in practical politics, from Dia- 
endowmcDt, As far as newspapers cqn guide one, 1 do not find that 
many, iT any, of the 450 Liberal candidates who are said to have 
pledged themselves to vote for Disestablishment, have attempted to 
answer, or even have asked themselves, that question. 

I take it, then, that DisestaSlUhment involves the absolute dis¬ 
appearance of everything which involves any recognition by any 
official person, as such, of one fonn of religious belief as being 
preferable to another. The sovereign may be of any or no 
rejigiou—lloniau Catholic, Unitarian, or Agnostic. T^e words 
of the Coronation Oath must he cancelled; the Act of Settle¬ 
ment must be repealed. The ceremony of coronation must be 
divested of all religious significance, and, if retained at all, must be 
a simple civil contract between the people and their chief magistrate, 
the scene being Westminster Hall and not the Abbey, unless the 
Abbey is secularized, and the officiating ministers being civil officers, 
say the Lord Chancellor and the Speaker, and not the bishops. 
The sovereign must cease to issue the conge d'etre, or to appoint to 
deaneries, canonries, or livings. Tho bishops must cease to sit in the 
House of Lords as such, but must, with the whole body of the clergy, 
be eligible to the House of Commons, or admissible to the second 
Chamber, so far as that may assume a more or less representative 
character. Parishes, as well as dioceses, must cease to have a legal 
existence for religious purposes. Churchwardens and vestries will 
no longer be recognized by law. All Acts of Parliament bearing 
on Church discipline, for the punishment of criminous clerks, or the 
more adequate performance of clerical duties, fron! the Act of Unifor¬ 
mity onwards, must vanish from the Statute Book. I do not say that 
any or all of these changes would be fatal to the Christianity of Eng¬ 
land. That, as I have said, does not depend on formulee, and is not 
necessarily helped by them. It would be a gain to be frec^ from the 
scandal which, after all apologies and explanations, attafches to the congS 
d’dire. To some of us, indeed, it might seem a strong argument in 
favour of Disestablishment that, as things arc, the time may be within 
a measurable distance when our bishops will be chosen by Mr, Cham¬ 
berlain, Sir Charles Dilke, or Mr. John Morley. It may be questioned, 
I think, whether tlie presence of the bishops in the House of Lords is 
of any real advantage*to either the Church or the nation. The record 
of their votes on questions essentially moral—such as the slave trade, 
slavery, capital punishment, education—has for the most part been on 
the wrong side. In other questions (with the exception of their vote 
on the last Franchise Bill), in the repeal of the Test and Corporation 
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Acts, in Roman Catholic Emancipation, in Reform and Cora Lav 
questions, they have for the most part identified themselves with the 
political party which at the time opposed the changes that it after¬ 
wards condoned, accepted, and finally gloried in, as if they had been 
their own. 1 should regret to see the Church of the future i^ntified 
with an institution which, at feast in its present form, s^ms, to 
those who /ead the signs of the times, to be among the things 
that are “decaying and waxing old, and ready to vanish away.” 

There arc, however, some questidhs of more practical import to 
be thrown into the other scale. The, theory of Disestablishment 
would involve the absence of any State provision for the religious 
life of our soldiers and sailors, our prisoners and paupers. To 
appoint, as at present, army, union, and other chaplains, of difierept 
denominations, would be concurrent endowment, and that principle 
is rejected by the Liberationists of the day as entirely as that of 
Establishment, and so in all these cases, the classes who are, in 
in the nature of the case, under the special guardianship of the 
State, must be left altogether tc^thc chances of voluntary agency. 1 
doubt whether that is a result which the English people will wel¬ 
come. That seems to me one point to be urged by the counsel for 
the defence in this matter. And another is that, as we have 
learnt, through Canon Liddon and Dr. Dellinger, the act of dis¬ 
establishing, and thus breaking through the long historical continuity 
of the religious life of England, will seem to be, and will have the 
influence of, not the assertion of the “ sacred principle of religious 
equality,” but the negation of Christianity as an element in the 
nation's life. The ddmda rst of those who lead the attack refers to 
another Carthage than that of the Established Church. There are 
echoes of the o\A\o\i 2 \r\^ncfj,Ecrasc:iVinfa'niCf^'ti^ in this case 
V'mfame is not the Church of Rome, or of England, but the uipaae of 
Christendom as such. On those grounds I hold that Chq^hmen, 
and Dissenters who care more for the religious life of England than 
for the " sacred principle of religious equality,” will do well to vote 
for such a^reform in the existing relations between Chi rch and State 
as may remove anomalies rather than to take the “ leap in the dark ” 
of a new departure. ^ If that leap, however, is taken, 1 believe that 
the Church of England and the wider Christianity of the nation will 
yet survive, "saved as by the fire” that purifies, though the religious 
life of the people may “ suffer loss” in the process. 

II. Disendowment. • 

It is felt on all hands, however, that Disestablishment is scarcely 
separable in practical politics from Disendowment, and that is 
obviously the question to be determined in the crisis which now 
looms in the dim, or the clear, distance. I wish, as before, to get 
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rid of Buperfluons^dirreleTaat matter, of arguments vhidi I cannot 
altogether honestly look on as tenable. I do not class under that head 
the question whether the endowments of the Church are, or are 
not, rightly described as "national^* property, though strictly 
speaking the right of.tbe State to deal with Church property does 
not depend on its being national. Though irrelevant to the main 
issue, it is’influential as an ad captandmi'exf, Electoi;^ ate led to 
think that Disendowinent will bo an act, not of spoliation, but of 
restitntion. The property is their own, .and the old rule of law, 
Ntdlum tmpus oeewmt Ecclcsia, is transformed into the axiom that 
no length of undisturbed possession bars the claims of Ddmos to wjhat 
was once his own. It is in English ]}oUtics what ** la proprM cest U 
vol ** has been iu French, what the assertion that the land belongs to 
the people'and not to the landlords, is in'those of Ireland. Like 
that word rcvcndujuer,” wliicli fluttered the minds of diplomatists 
when Napoleon III. annexed Savoy, it serves to cover the nakedness 
of the bare right of the strongest with the mantle of a gossamer 
equity. 

That the endowments of the Church arc "national” in any other 
sense than that in which all real property is national cannot, I con¬ 
ceive, be seriously maintained by any one who does not look at the 
question from the standpoint of an invincible ignorance. They were 
not, with the actual exception of the fractional portion that came 
directly by gift from the Crown, or by grant from Parliament, and 
the possible exception of tithes, given iu any sense by the nation, or 
to the nation, or to the Church as a society then conterminous with 
the nation. On this point I may refer Liberationist advocates , to 
the pamphlet on " Disendowraent" by Mr. E. A. Freepoan, as the great 
master-expert of our time in all questions connected with our earlier 
English history. He, at all events, cannot be suspected of writing 
in Conservative interests, or as identified with clerical opinions. In 
regard to all land endowments, the facts arc so plain that he who 
runs may read them. They were given or bequeathed by the Crown, or 
individual proprietors,* not to the Church at large, for the Church at 
large has never been a corporate society^ capable of holding pro¬ 
perty, but to abbeys or cathedrals, which were corporate bodies with ' 
that capacity, or to the rectors and vicars of parishes as corporations 
sole. The one exception to which I refer as doubtful is that of the 
donation of Ethelwulf, upon which, it is commonly believed, depends 

the Church’s claim to tithes. The question, from the standpoint 
which I have taken, scarcely possesses more than an archaeological 

' • A Utter by the Eev. H. Overy, tn the Times of November 13, gives, from f^e 
Preface of Tumer'a '*Notitia,*’ the number of gifts from each aoorce m each Trign, 
fnnn the Conqueror to the Dissolution of the Monasteriea under Henry VIII. Ins 
result shows sixty-two instances of gifts from the Crown as against l,16i from private 
persona. * 
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interest. Tlie text of the law varies.^ One MS«. confines it to a 
personal gift of a tenth part of the king’s own land. Another ex¬ 
tends it to a tenth part of all lands, by whomsoever possessed, given, 
in the language of the charter, " to the servants of God, whether 
male, or female, or laymen”—words which have not yet received a 
satisfactory explanation. No such donation, however, appears to 
have passed st any time into the region of actuality. If the law, or 
edict (it professes to have been made with the advice of ‘^my bishops 
and nobility,” i.c., of the Witenagemote), was more authentic than 
the donation of Constantine, it must be assumed that the annual 
payment of a tenth part of the produce of all land under cultivation 
was accepted in lieu of the conveyance of the actual corpus of the 
lands themselves. .The less accurate writers of English history, such 
as riume, have assumed this interpretation. Bishop Stubbs, on the 
other hand, another “ master of those who know,” asserts that “ the 
famous donation of Ethclwulf has nothing to do with tithe” ('‘Constit.- 
Hist.” i. p. 228—I quote from Dorington). Against the popular 
view also there arc to be set the facts (1) that the laws of Saxon 
kings and others, enforcing the payment of tithes against the neglect 
of the landowners, do not refer to the donation of Ethelwulf as the 
authority for their payment; (2) that many deeds of gifts exist 
fifom the eleventh to the thirteenth century, convoying tithes to this. 
or that church, a coirvcyance which would have been idle and 
superfiuous if they had been already obligatory under the law. 
of Ethclwulf. The legitimate inference from the facts seems 
to be rightly summed up in the statement that the Church from 
the first prcaclied the payment of tithes as a voluntary offering, 
that devout landowners individually made the payment perpetual 
as a rent-charge, for this or that church connected with their 
manors, that when this payment was neglected or evaded, the kings, 
before and after the Conquest, enforced it by a legal, or (so far as 
the Witenagemote was called in) a legislative sanction. What holds 
good of tithes holds good d fortiori of glebes, and houses, and all 
later endowments. 

1 have said above, and at the risk of seeming to concede 
another point in favour of the other side 1 must repeat it, that the 
whole of this discussion is simply archseological, that tlfi! right of 
the State— i.e., as things are now, of Parliament—to interfere with 
Church endowments docs not depend upon their being, or not being, 
in this sense of the word, " national.” They were the property, as I 
have said, of corporate bodies (cathedrals, abbeys, collegiate 
churches, and the like), or of corporations sole, like the rectors of 
parishes. The relation of the State to them is precisely the same as 

* See the able luranaryof tbe case in the Paper on *'The Endowments of the 
Church,” by J. E. Dorington, published by the Church Defence Institution* 
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its relation to all other corporate bodies. And that relation may be 
stated with sufficient clearness. All corporations virtually hold their 
property in trustj the objects of the trust being indicated, expressly 
or by implication, in the terms of the charter that incorporates, 
or the deed of gift that conveys, the property in trust, or which, 
where no sucli charter or deed, exists, must be assumed by law to 
have existed, in order to accouut for long and undisphted possession. 
And it is, 1 suppose, an undv^puted axiom of law that the State, 
actiug through Courts of liquity, or, in wider and more difficult 
cases, througli the High Court of Parliament, has the ultimate 
control of ail property held in trust, so as to check abuses, to guard 
against waste, to modify the conditions of the trust, lest time that 
alters all things for the worse’' should turn good to evil. That 
right has been exercised over and over again by Courts of Law and 
Parliament in dealings with schools, and hospitals, and alms¬ 
houses, and celtegcs, and in the acts of the Charity and Endowed 
Schools Commissions. Pew would venture to question it in regard 
to the great trade-companies of the City of London.* Few now 
w'ould venture to (picstion it (though deans and canons not a few 
did at the time) as exercised in tlie dealings of the State with 
episcopal and capitular property in 1810. 1 cannot see how we 

can question the right of the State to exercise *it also in the 
qase of parochial endowments now. Put in every one of the cases 
to which 1 have referred it has been held that the modification of 
the conditions or application of property held in trust, is riot to be 
arbitrary or at random. The primary object of the trust is not to 
be lost sight of. The intention of the donor, though wc are not 
bound by the letter tliat expresses it, is a thing tffbc respected in its 
spirit. Where the altered conditions of the time put the letter in 
conflict with the spirits, the great masters of equity look, in the 
technical phrase, for the ry //rt'v—«/., for the nearest approximation 
of which the ease admits.f Simply to seize it, and assign it to 
private owners, or to purposes altogether alien, is nojb equity, but 
confiscation. It belongs to the policy of a king like Henry VlIJ., 
of eastern despots, of wild dcmocraeies. Orcr and above its 
manifest want of equity, such a policy is manifestly fatal in the 
future ro all liberality that would naturally, left to itself, give 

' * Lord Selborue, if I am ioforincd, limits tlio State's ri^ht of intervention to 

n >orty held by corjjorations as’specific trusts, Ie.aving thorn as free ns private persons 
ealing with property not so held. 1 differ, with rchictancc, fn»m so high an autho¬ 
rity, confess that 1 do not see how the action of tbo Ecclesiastical Commisaionors 
can be defended on this theory. 

+ The trust theory of Church property, obviously the only tenable one, is limply 
ignored in the Radical Programme.” It coutente itself with the dogma, that the 
property of the Church,” down to the last sovereign given to build a new church in a 
destitute district,” is the property of the State (p. 162). And its one authority for that 
amazing axiom is Lord Palmerston. Fancy Faunerston quoted on any question of the 
relations of Church and State, or of the law of property. 
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of ythai it had for the service of mankind in the form of endowment. 
If you kill the goose that lays the golden eggs you must not expect 
to have eggs of gold after you havot poached those that were in 
the nest ready to your hand. Annual subscriptions and casual 
gifts will take the place of more durable forms of charity. 

In the case of Church endowments the intention of th(^ donors^ 
where not spcc’lfically expressed, as in the case of foundations for 
masses and the like, may be assumed to have been either (1), as in 
collegiate and cathedral churches, in abbeys and convents, the 
maintenance of learning and habits of devotion among those who 
were to be, in idea, as the men of '' light and leading in the city or 
the diocese in which their lot was cast; or (2) as in all parochial 
endowments, the supply of the spiritual and temporal wants 
of the people of the parish, by the permanent services of a minister 
resident among them, or bound, if*not personally resident, to make 
adequate provision for them. The i)coplo of each parish, and 
especially its poor, arc the cestui que trust in the case of every endow* 
roent, those whose interests ratlier than the interests of the trustees 
have to be considered. I freely concede, as I have already said, 
that the State has at all times the right to inquire ho>r far such 
objects arc attained, how far .they might he better attained than 
they actually arc. lu the ease, e.y.j of a foundation for lepers, 
or the ransom of captives in Algiers, the objects of the trust have 
disappeared, and a Court of Equity would liavc to look out for some 
philanthropic object, as fur as migljt l)e, ejusdem generis. As in the 
case of tlie Irisli Church, the objects of the trust, though not non¬ 
existent,, might become so disproportionately few as compared with 
its revenues, that tifie State would be justified in applying a large 
portion of those revenues to purposes of public utility, reserving for 
its members, though but a small portion of the whole population, 
what WHS sufllcicnt for their continued existence, organization, and ' 
vitality. One legitimate application would be that implied in the 
scheme of ** c^ouourreut cudowment^^ which was urged in vain by some 
leading Liberals at the time of the Irish Disestablishment. They 
might become, as iu the case of episcopal and cathedral property, so 
unequally distributed, in the lapse of time, that one cui^wmeut 
suffered from plethora, and another from inanition, an4 so it would 
be wise aud right to throw their endowments, as it were, into 
the hotchpot of a common fund, or to give to one and take from 
another, both being homogeneous in their nature. It might be, as 
in the case of the action of the Eccleciastical Commission under 
the authority of Parliament, that the relative wants of the class 
that works w,ith the brain and the class that works with the hand, 
the claims of the studious and' the active life, had so altered their 
proportions that it was wise and right to transfer what had been left 
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for oac purpose to the furtherance of the othcr^ by using Cathedral 
property for the Church's work in villages or cities. lu each and all 
of these cases the rule of equ*lty has been observed jind aeted on. 
My contention is that it is disregarded in the root and branch " 
schemes of the Liberatiouists, AVlth them the thought and the cry 
seem simply, " We want, and we will have/* ^ 

The nearest approach to the action now contemplated is seen, of 
course, in that of the cohfiscation of conventual and charity 
endowments, and the assignment of tithes and Church lauds to 
private individuals under Henry Vlll. In that case the estates 
of the corporation were treated as if they had been actually forfeited 
to the Crown, and the king dealt with them as though they liad 
been part of his own domain which ho could dispose of at liis will. 
Cranmer and the better Ileformcrs pleaded hard for the cy prhs 
doctrine, for the endowment of schools, colleges, lectureships, and 
in part, at least, as in the new bishoprics and the cathedrals of the 
new foundation, they succeeded; but, as a rule, then as in other 
times, rapacity was stronger than righteousness, and noble families 
fattened on their ill-gotten gains. If there is any property in 
England which both from the Church and the Liberationist standpoint 
has a defective title (except so far as prescription becomes a title), 
and might be reclaimed for Church or national uses, it is found in 
the tithes and Church lands which arc licld by laymen. 

The transfer effected by the legislation of Henry VIII., Edward 
VI., and Elizabeth of Clmrch endowments from a clergy which, if 
not subject to the obedience of Kome, liad yet been in union with 
Rome as to dogma and liturgical use, to a clergy ^hich belonged to 
what even Laud and Charles I. described as a “ Protestant” Church, 
stands on a different footing. The corporate bodies and. the corpo¬ 
rations sole were menAcrs of a larger society, and that society, with 
whatever reluctance on the-part of a minority, formally, and with 
the sanction and under the pressure of the State, assented to the 
position that the light of a fuller knowledge required a change in their 
doctrine and their worship, and the conditions of its ministry were 
altered by Acts of Uniformity, new or revised liturgies, and other¬ 
wise. As a society the Churcli held no property that it could call 
its own, and could not determine on what conditions the endow¬ 
ments should be held by corporate bodies or corporations sole. But 
the State, as the supreme Court of Equity, could and did deter¬ 
mine. It assumed, on the cy pres doctrine, that the chief intention 
of the donors was to promote the religious life of the people who * 
were the objects of the trust iu each case, that they would have seen 
sufficient reason to, abandon what had come to be regarded as 
” superstitious uses,” and to accept the changes which the Church 
and the nation had accepted. It was not, as has been sometimes 

3 g2 
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said hy Churcli Defence advocates, that every corporate society 
has the right to deal with its property at its own discretion, and that 
every donor or testator takes the risk involved in that right,—that 
seems to mo a monstrous and untenable position—but that the 
State determined, on equitable gmunds, what was to be the future 
management qf the trusts which were subject to its control. A.nd 
now to that title may be added that of prescription. By the Dissenters' 
Chapel Act, possession for twenty-five ^ears was held to bar inquiry 
into the probable intentions of donors. The Church of England can 
claim a prescription of three centuries. 

The present Kadical programme,* T need scarcely say, proceeds on 
very different lines. There is no thought of a better administration 
of a trust, no new scheme such as Charity Commissioners devise 
where trust funds have been partly wasted or misapplied, no regard for 
the interests or wishes of those who are the objects of the trust. 
Purposes of " national usefulness " arc vague. The “ Programme " 
(p. 41) indicates the endowment of schools—purely secular schools, 
of course—as one of them. Liberatiouist books and leaflets speak of 
sanitary improvements, or the remission of taxes: pVtaetically, e.ff., 
religious endowments arc to go to tlic account of drains or deficits. 
The division of the spoil is left to tlic " dim and distant future." 
Th<- one object now is to deprive the people, not the clergy, of Eng¬ 
land, of all tlie benefits which they receive through the existence of 
churches and the ministries of the clergy, and the activities of the 
parish, as distinct from congregational, organization. The Church of 
England is to be left, like the man who went down from Jerusalem to 
Jericho, and fell—^cll, I will say,among root and branch Liberationists 
—and was left stripped and wounded and half dead, while the plun¬ 
derers went off with the spoil to cast lots whose it should be, leaving 
him to the mercies of the good Samaritan, wbofti I will identify, in my 
interpretation of the parable, with the Non-Liberationist Dissenter.f 
The treatment of the Irish Church was not sufficiently drastic for 
the authors <of the “ Programme," and we arc expressly told that it 
would be “ necessary to beware" lest the Churcli should be left 
with any endowment that might serve as an instrument for her re¬ 
cuperative energies (p. 44). Living donors, and the living donors 
only, might fairly claim th*at any property with which they bad 

* It does not seem worth while to note tho differences in detail between the ” Radical 
Programme'’ and the many books and leatleta published by tho Liberation Society. 

I have, for the most part, dealt with the former, as the more authoritative of the two. 
Hr. r^iamberlain's preface, thougli ho does not ])ledgo himself to a!l the proposals, is at 
least the imj>nmaiur of a representative statesman. 

t As I write, a representative of the good iSamaritan appears in the form of a letter 
from the Uev. U. li. Thomas, a leading Congregationalisfe minister of Bristol. He 
deprecates the agitation of the question now as altogether premature ; thinks that 
the Mends of the Establishment should have a *' time of grace ” to **set their house 
in order," before even the "partial disendowment,” which is all that he contemplates 
as possible.—IFrsfern Vaf'/t/ iVew, Nov. 9. 
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presented the Church should revert to them ” (p. 45), but even they 
are, apparently, to be stopped, by an exercise of power unheard of 
under any constitutional government, from converting their gifts into 
anything in the shape of a permanent endowment in connection with 
the Church as an organized religious society. 

And all this conics, in the unconscious irony, if wc may not say 
the conscious hypocrisy, of the situation, from the man, or the asso¬ 
ciates of the men, who arc never weary of pointing to the case of the 
Irish Church, as showing tliat Disestablishment and Disendowment 
need not be fatal, may be profitable, to the higher life and the spiri¬ 
tual efficiency of a Christian society. There, the Church passed into 
a new and organized society os a corporation, retained such portion 
of its endowments as was adequate to its wants, received its churches 
back again from the State, liad a right of pre-emption as regards its 
parsonages, and was not spoiled of its communion plate. The Libc- 
rationists, in anticipation at least, strip and spoil and wound, and 
then they say to the victims whom they leave naked and lacerated and 
bleeding in the cold, “ (jo in peace; be ye warmed and filled.” 

I ask whether any plausible plea, beyond the fanaticism of the 
“ sacred principle of religious equality,” which is not even plausible, 
can be urged for this treatment of what is, at least, a religious and 
benevolent institution. I will make no ad caplandum appeals to the 
greatness of the Church's services in the past, to the long line of 
theologians, philosophic thinkers, " masters of those who know," 
like Hooker and Butler and Maurice; poets, whose hymns have sus¬ 
tained the lives of tliousands in the wide Christendom of English- 
speaking peoples, like Herbert and Ken and Kcble. I will draw no 
ideal pictures of the devout and studious* life of ^ur cathedrals, or 
the sweet influences of a resident gentleman and scholar in our 
country villages, or the long historical traditioh which has identified 
the English Church, as a whole, witli the English people. I have 
admitted, and will admit again, with a frankness which may alarm 
my clients, the blunders and the shortcomings which have marred 
the completeness of that identification. I will go furtficr, and say 
that during the whole Georgian period her work w'as miserably defee-* 
tivc, that cathedrals were as far from their ideal as could be imagined, 
that the canker of pluralities and non-residence was eating into her 
life, that her whole system of patronage seemed to imply a forgetful¬ 
ness that every patron and every holder of a living is a steward, and 
not an absolute proprietor. That was a time when the represen¬ 
tatives of the English people, if they had then had any 
adequate representation, might well have said,/'Give an account of 
thy stewardship, for thou mayest be no longer steward." There was 
some ground for Lord Grey's warning words to the bishops—who 
voted almost en masse against the Reform Bill—that they would do 
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well to set their own house in order.” But ray contention is th&t 
that state of things belongs, almost or altogether, to a time which 
lies, as wc now measure history, in a remote past, and that it is 
neither just nor wise to visit the sins of the fathers on the children. 
You do not displace the trustees of a charity just at the very moment 
when they have been working harcl for half a century to set right 
what had gone,wrong through the faults or the ignorance of their 
predecessors. And that precisely describes the present position of 
the bishops and clergy of the KstabliSlicd Church, The wind has 
come from the four quarters—the wind which is the breath of life, 
of earnestness, zeal, reality—from Evangelical and Catholic revivals; 
from High and Low and Broad movements oi thought; and has 
entered into the dry bones that lay in the valley of the shadow, and 
they have stood up, an "exceeding great army” of soldiers in the great 
conflict against ignorance and vice, intempcTancc and impurity. Men 
like Cecil and Ilomainc and Simeon, though they had a comparatively 
limited range of influence in their lifetime, found worthy successors in 
the great body of the evangelical clergy, and may well exult in the 
thought that the nol)lest life of this century, ^Anch has just closed, 
after fifty years of work for Clod and for liumanity, aud which has 
matle the name of Shaftesbury a household word to the millions who 
toil for bread and arc outcasts in the wiidcruess, was formed and 
fasliioucd under their influence. In men of other schcols, Pusey and 
Sciwyn and Hook aud Charles Lowder; and Arnold and Hare aud 
jMauricc and Stanley and llobcrtson and Kingsley and Fraser—(I 
purposely avoid nil living names)—and a tliousaud more of whom 
the time would fail mo to tell, but of whom the world was not worthy; 
there have been proofs of renewed energy and faithfulness, and their 
example has been followed by tens of thousands of the laity who have 
looked to them for guidance. You may point, if you will, to our 
differences^and debates,to our mutual denunciations, to our miserable 
controversies and insane prosecutions about the "infinitely little,” 
but I ask wlicthcr these are more incompatible with the existence of 
an underlying unity than arc the difl'crenccs and the ta,mta aud the 
"boycotting” which mark, at the present moment, the relations 
between the Radical aud Moderate sections of the Liberal party; 

♦ I cannot refrain from expressing the pain and sorrow with which I have re^ the 
recent address of Bishop Kyle, in the Liverpool Church Conference (O^rdtan, Novem- 
\wT 11). For him there seems no hope of unity or peace except by the expulsion of a 
largo section of tho clergy and laity of the Church. Between that section and ue 
gro.it body of Churchmen there is, he says, a "yawninggulf.” “Thousandsof Lnglish 
Cbui'climeii would lathor sec the Church disestablished, th^ give up its Proliant 
principles.” “ By no ingenious policy of toleration, compromise, or comprehenstv^ew 
can you ever make the members of such opposite scliools work liarmoniously. Such 
utterances almost drive one to despair. Hoc Jthaew erW<, and Bishop Kyle must 
prei>aro to see himself quoted once more by the Liberationists, xt is refreshing to turn 
from this "sound of trumpet and alarm of war” to the calmer wisdom and the wider 
sympathies of Bishop Tliorold’s Charge in the same paper. 
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^licther there vas not as iDUch loyalty to the Chtirch of which they 
were member!i, in all those whom I have named, as there would be 
now between the Conservatives and Liberals, who, when " on the 
stump,'* abuse each other, with a discreditable recklessness, as liars, 
impostors, hunters after place; but who, we know, would merge all 
differences and figlit shoulder to shoulder, were the safety or honour 
of England to be imperilled by a rebellion in Ireland «or a war with 
some aggressive European Power. 

But the position which I have taken as to the work of the clergy 
during the past fifty years and at the present hour is contested by 
some at least of those who advocate Liscstablishmeut and Disendow- 
ment. I will take the vigorous article, ou " The Established 
Church in the Village/’ by ^Ir. W. 11, Crowhurst, in the 
November number of this IIeview, ns the smartest statement 
of the case for the prosecution under this head of the in¬ 
dictment with which I am acquainted. To him the average wor¬ 
ship of the village church is “ an atmosphere whose closeness and im¬ 
purity would often be enough to stifle the faith of a St. Francis,” 

One needs after such a service to go forth into the woods 
and wide temple of God, and, listening to the unconscious wor¬ 
ship of Nature,* recover spiritual tone and strength” (p. 681). 
lie denies that the improved condition of our rural parishes ” has 
been, in any degree whatever, due to " the endowed and privileged 
rector” (p. 686). The Church has only "hereand there” lent its 
countenance to the Temperance movement. The Church is simply 
" a prop of S(iuircarchy” (p. 688), the '^ally of the public-house” 
(p. 691). The present feeling of the peasant for the clergy is like “ that 
of Caliban when he discovered that he had takers a drunkard for a 
god, and woi*8hippcd a dull fool " (p. 693). I confess that my first 
impression, on reading Mr. Crowhurst's article, was that he was 
writing of a “ fancy ” church, which he had elaborated out of his own 
inner consciousness from thd pictures of social life in the novels of 
Jane Austen, and the Trollopes, mother and son, from Thackeray, 
and, it may be, Tennyson's " Northern Farmer.” I Will assume, 
however, that he claims to speak as a witness of the things which he 
has seen and heard. And in that character I own 1 should like to 
put him into the witness-box and subject him to a short cross-exami¬ 
nation. I would ask where he has lived, and what are the parishes 
he has known, and for how long, and in what circumstances—what, 
in fact, has been the range of the induction from which he 

* The phrue reminds me of a story 'which is worth filing. A sceptical artisan 
was asked why he did not go to church ? He answered that he " went out for a walk 
and worshipped in the Temple of Nature.” He was asked further, what his worship 
actually consisted in. His re^y was," Well, I sits on the grass, and 1 uys, * D—tha 
priests,'^ says L ” It would almost seem as if this was Mr. t^owhorst’s ideal of ** spiritual 
tone and strength.” 
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draws such sweeping generalizations. I would inquire whether 
he has taken into account the work done by the country* clergy, 
and by those whom they guide and influence, in Sunday-schools 
and liible-classes, in preparing young men and women for con¬ 
firmation, in the cottage lectures and special services, sometimes'^ 
as in Kent, for ^'hop-pickers,” and in all parts of England for 
" navvies —for those who are only temporarily' within the region of 
their pastoral care, all outside the routine of legal requirements,, in 
country as well as town parishes; whether he has ever looked at the 
list of bishops and clergy who support the Church of England Tem¬ 
perance Society, .or of those who, in the Church of England Purity 
Society and the Wliite Cross Army, arc now in the forefront of the 
movement against the other great evil which is poisoning the life of 
England, whether he " would be surprised to hear ” that associations 
of lay-helpers, welcomed and supported by the clergy, and numbering 
their thousands and tens of thousands, arc to be found in well-nigh 
every diocese of Jiliigland; whether he attaclios any value whatever 
to the refining and civilizing influences (I confine myself now to that 
clement of culture) to which men and boys arc subject in thousands 
of rural parishes, by their training and practice in the village choir. 
When he lias answered those questions, I and the other readers of 
the CoNTEMPOKAUY Ueview will know better what value to attach tt> 
his testimony. 

Meanwhile, I will call witnesses for the defence. And, first, I 
will ask leave, for a few minutes, to lay down my brief, and to step 
myself into the witness-box, to tell a plain, unvarnished talc, with a 
little more precision as to dates and places, than I find in Mr. 
Crowhurst’s. I can, 1 think, claim to-speak without bias. I was 
born and bred in London, with little or no contact with s(juirc8 and 
country parsons, inherUing no prepossessions in their favour. From 
1847 to 1809 my work was entirely confined to that which came to 
me as chaplain, lecturer, and professor in*a London college. I then 
had charge of a purely agricultural parish (Plucklcy, in Kent). In 
1869 I took'charge of the parish of Bickley, within t*yelve miles of 
London. I have, since 1883, been at Wells, connected with its 
cathedral, and brought into contact not only with the forty-five, for 
the most part rural, clergy who are members of our greater Chapter, 
but with those of villages iu all parts of Somerset, for whom (as 
holding that to be one at least of the functions of a dean, which had 
a stronger claim than that of "learned leisure”) I have preached at 
har^'est festivals and many other occasions. I am' free to confess 
that the clergy with whom I have thus become acquainted have be¬ 
longed, for the most part, iu political and ecclesiastical matters, to 
schools and sections to which I do nert belong. I am bound to add 
that the conclusion to which I have been led is that the clergy of all 
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schools are working with a diligence and thoroughness^ a sympathy 
with the poor^ a freedom from aubservience to the squirearchy, of 
which, during the more academic period of my life, 1 had little or 
no conception. ' That is my evicfence, which 1 submit, such as it is, 
to the High Court of such portion of the English people as, directly 
or indirectly, read what is to be found in this Review. It may be 
worth very little in itself. I submit that it is worthy little more 
than Mr. Crowhurst's. 

My second witness shall be one who is less open to the sus* 
piciou of being biassed than the Dean of Wells* The Rev. U. R. 
Thomas, a Congregational minister of Rristol, to whom 1 have already 
referred, as tlic^ representative of the Good Samaritan, has written a 
letter on the Disestablishment ([ucstion in the Western Daihj Press, 
of November 9. From that letter 1 quote, without a word of 
comment, without any svppressio reri in the omission of counter¬ 
balancing statements, the following passages :— 

** In her pulpit ministries, in her parochial activities, in her educa¬ 
tional and social enterprises, and not least, in her rjrand Temperance 
a'ork,^ the Church of England has latterly realized a relationship of 
* touch ^ with the people such as 1 never read she has known before. 
Let her have the prolonged opportunity which her present spirit 
of zeal and consecration merits. Let this new life enjoy a new 
opportunity.’^ lie is not against Disestablishment, in principle, but 
he looks forward to ** a Disestablished Church," which " permeated 
by a Broad ' Evangelical * spirit, will be fitted .... wisely and 
righteously, to use the immense endowments that, on any tlipory of 
partial disendowment, will accrue to her." lie is eompcllod to say 
that in the poorer neighbourhoods of our great «iticSy and in the 
thinly inhabited rural districts, tiicre is the most urgeut need for far 
more liberal and steady support of local NonConforraist churches 
than our strongest Nonconformist churches have yet afforded." He 
complains of the absence tf places of worship in many dark 
neighbourhoods, the mean and insufficient chapels in others, the 
miserable stipend of many of our worthiest roinisters.^f * 

I cannot help feeling, with the Bishops of Winchester and 
Rochester, that the practical tendency of Disendowment would be 
to substitute the congregation for the parish, and that one 
of the immediate results of that substitution would be that 
our rural districts would, to a large extent, and, at least for a 
considerable time, be left out in the cold. The want might be 
met, of course, by diocesan boards, employing funds for mission 

* The Italics are mine. 

t As havine been Cbairman in 1882>3 of the Gloucestehliiro and Herefordshire 
CoDgregational Union, Mr. Thomas must be allowed to speak with some authority. 
An interesting letter from the Pev. J. M. Rodwell, Rector of St. Etlielburga, in the 
City, gives strong corroborative, though, of course, not equally independent, testimony. 
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services and the ]ike> but, crippled as the cler^ and laity would 
bo by the withdrawal of endowments, their natural tendency would 
be to concentrate their activity and their gifts upon the towns, 
which would seem to have more urgent claims. 

Tiiat is one of the probable, if not the inevitable, results of 
absolute Disendowmeut. If I not dwell on the tendency which 
might show ijself, as in the Episcopal Church of the United States, 
to become the Church of the wealthier classes, it is because I believe 
that the great body of the English efergy arc strong enough to resist 
the temptation. If I do not lay so much stress as others do on the 
position of dependence upon the congregation in which a disendowed 
clergy must staud, the evils of which I fully recognize, it is because I am 
compelled to admit that I think that their present position is, in many 
ways, one of too absolute independence. The attainment of a via media 
between the two extremes can, however, be better met by a reform 
in which both Liberal and Conservative Churchmen might unite, 
after which indeed both are just now feeling their way ih many 
different directions, than by the drastic treatment contemplated by 
the Liberationists. 

I have endeavoured to sketch out what is involved in the idea of 
Uiscstablishmeut. 1 will endeavour, as briefly as may be, to state 
what is involved in the absolute Disendowment which forms part of 
the Hadical programme. Should the principle of Disendowment be, 
at any time, carried in Parliament, as by tlic second reading of a 
Dili, it will, of courac, Ijc open to Churcbuien or moderate Dissputers 
to seek for any modifications in detail that may seem attainable. 
"Without such modifications we sliould have, if I mistake not— 

1. All endowrgents, except those of living donors, absolutely con¬ 
fiscated, and applied to secular uses. Tithes paid to the Government 
collector instead off to the clergy. As the living donors are in 
most cases numbered by hundreds, as subscribers in large or small 
sums to the endowment, the problem how to reconcile their claims 
will be somewhat complicated. Even the ** Programme" rests in the 
expression of an opinion that the definition of a c mgregation " as 
capable of holding property, is just " not insuperable." 

2. A check of some kind placed on the creation of any fresh 
endowments in connection with the Church as an organized society. 

3. The application to secular uses in like manner of all the estates 
and other funds now held by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. Some 
of these, however, are the gifts of living donors, either in lump sums 
or collected in small amounts. The question how these are to be dealt 
with has also to be faced. 

4. Compensation has to be made, as for the life-interest of all 
holders of bishoprics, deaneries, canonries, livings, and the like; so 
also for all rights of patronage in private hands, or other corporate 
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bodies than those connected wtth the diacstabli.shcd Church, which 
hare hitherto had a marketable value, which hare been bought, and 
might be sold, hy the present holders. 1 do not see any spcciBo 
mention of this point in any of tBe schemes of Disendowment. The 
drift would seem to be towards absolute confiscation. 

5. Cathedrals arc to become public monuments, to be kept and 
visited as abbey ruins arc visited now, or may be used ^r such pur¬ 
poses, other than worship, as Parliament, or a local board elected by 
ratepayers, may determine, llcr^, also, liring donors have contributed 
largely to the work of recent restorations. How arc their claims to 
be met ? 

C. Glebe houses and glebe lands share the fate of tithes, and arc 
to be sold to the highest bidder, the purchase-money being paid into 
the Exchequer. 

7. Parish churches, and tlie monuments in them, are to be dealt 
with as a local board may determine— i.e,, may be used for religious 
purposes by members of tlic Disestablished Church, or by one or more 
denominations, singly or in turn, or for purposes entirely secular. The 
drift of things seems to set towards the last. The first would appear 
like a re-endowment, the second like concurrent endowment. Here 
also the claims of *Miving donors** again present themselves. The 
** unconsidered trifle "of the communion plate is destined for sale by 
auction, or to be sent to the Mint. 

8, The Disestablished Church is to be left without any control 
from the State other than that which is exercised by courts 6f law 
over dissenting churches now, without any aid from the State, in¬ 
corporating it, as was done witli the Irish Church, as a body capable, 
as such, of holding property, and sanctioning a new/jonstitution. It 
will elect its own officers, order its own worship, enforce its own 
discipline as Wcslcyans or Congregationalists do cow. 

If I have overstated, or omitted, any of the points in the 
Liberationist programme, I am of course open to correction. I do 
not see any signs that half, or a third, of the points which I have 
named have been considered, adequately, if' at all, by tbosc candi¬ 
dates who have more or less pledged themselves to Disestablishment. 
Anyhow, it M’ill be admitted, in the language of Mr, Gladstone's 
speech of the 11th November, which comes into my hands as I am 
writing, that " the disestablishment of the English Church will be a 
gigantic operation" requiring something more than an assent to the 
abstract principle of " religious equality." I would fain doubt with 
him, "whether the man breathes the air of Parliament who will 
carry the disestablishment of the Church of England." I would 
fain hope that we may look to him for help in " the attainment of 
every practical reform,” which may strengthen its hold on the 
affections of the English people. I welcome his acknowledgment— 
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nothiug else was indeed to be expected from him—that it is a 
Cliurch wliich works very hard, a Church which labours at its 
businesH, a Church which has its ramifications'through the whole 
structure and fabric of society, a Church which has laid hold on many 
hearts and many minds/' It is clear that Mr. Gladstone and Mr. 
Chamberlain look at the horixon of the dim and distant future with 
very different telescopes. Personally, I am bound to say that 1 think 
the former takes the truer outlook, and I believe, as he docs, in the 
vitality and the energies of the clergy and laity of the English 
Church. But alas! Mr. Gladstone is old, and Mr. Chamberlain is 
young, and the power and determination which he has hitherto 
shown, and, 1 will add, his work in Parliament for the protection of 
our merchant sailors, and his proposals (whether wise or not I wilt 
not now discuss) fur improving the material and intellectual condition 
of the labouring classes, seem not improbably to mark liim out as the 
future leader of the Liberal party. Experience may, indeed, lead 
even him to shrink from the gigantic operation," but he may also 
be endowed with that faculty of courage which, it was said, would 
have led Ijord John llussell to attempt an operation even more 
perilous, and meanwhile I cannot wonder that Churchmen should 
have attached more weight to his assertion, at first, that Disestablish¬ 
ment and Disendowment were certain to ** come quickly," and then 
that the utmost length of the tether of postponement, for the sake of 
maintaining the unity of the Ijiberal party, was the duration of the 
coming Parliament,than to the less positive utterances of the Manifesto. 
1 cannot liold that Churchmen are to be blamed for thinking that 
they were to be attacked, and preparing themselves for measures of 
defence. • 

IIJ, This Moiie Excellent Way, 

f 

It lies in the nature of such a crisis as the present that men take 
different views of what those measures*of defence should be. Some 
would throw themselves into the hands of a political party which 
promises them protection, and which they have jithcr supported 
before, or arc prepared to support now, because they bold that the 
question of Disestablishment is more vitally important than any 
other. For those who are, and always have been, attached to the 
Conservative party, the question is simple enough. They have simply 
a raison de plus for doing their best for its success. For those who 
have hitherto been Liberals the choice is not so easy. There is a 
policy which churches and religious parties are at all times tempted 
to take, that has its analogue in that of the Unjust Steward. They 
are summoned to give an account of their stewardship. They meet 
it by an alliance with the debtors, who are themselves unjust in 
heart, and who catch at the opportunity of covering their dishonesty 
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by a compact with the steward. Such a compact there may bc» 
expressed or understood, of the worst kind between the clergy and 
a political party, when the former courts the support of the latter, 
simply that they may be kept as a privileged order in a privileged 
position. I take the action of the English clergy under Charles I. 
and Charles II., of the French clergy under Napoleon III., as 
examples of what 1 mean. And therefore I can enter fnto the feel¬ 
ings of a Liberal Churchman, wjio, rather than commit himself to a 
party whose past history seems to liim idcutiHed A^ith unrighteous 
wnrs, and resistance to popular rights, and unwise commercial 
theories, and ri'ligious exclusiveness, and obstruction to the education 
of tltc people, with oppression of the weak by the strong, of tlie poor 
by the wealthy, would accept the chance of tlic “ dim and distant/' 
or it may be, of the near and threatening, future, and would rather 
take cheerfully the spoiling of liis goods than hold them as tlic wages 
of unrighteousness. Jlut 1 can also cuter into the feelings of suclt a 
Liberal, if, looking to the probabilities of mistakes and misgovernment 
on either side, he should think that the importance of the Church 
question turns the scale, and should vote, even now, for the party 
which he has hitherto opposed. Of the two alternatives, the former 
seems to me the nobler, and therefore the wiser, but I cannot blame 
those who act conscientiously on the latter. Anyhow, the decision 
is one to be made sadly and seriously, and not with the emur legcr of 
indilFcrcntism or the bittcrnes.s of the renegade. The outlook of 
things is, in any case, sufficiently gloomy, and in my pessimist mood 
I sometimes forecast the political future in the form of two tableaux^ 
in one of which I sec the future leaders of the two partic-s, tlic 
restraining influences of older heads and wiser counsels being re¬ 
moved, standing by the chair of Demos, like tlic sausage-seller and 
his rival in Aristophanes, and courting his favour by outbidding 
each other in their promises of dainties, wiiilc, in the other, the two 
rivals stand each in a position of unstable equilibrium, and the 
Brennus of the Irish League looks on, waiting to turn tjic balance 
by throwing bis sword into the scale. In such a state of things one 
can only hope, as against hope, in the cpipliany of some Astma redux, 
some statesman yet in the background, wlio, like Dante's Grey¬ 
hound,"* shall chase the wolf of selfish greed which allies herself 
with many nations and sects and parties, appealing to that clement 
of greed in each, to the pit from whence she came. In simpler an... 
truer phrase, one may look forward in the faith that the Church 
of God will weather this storm, as she has weathered others, and 
come forth from the trial purified and strengthened. Her faithful 
members are among those of whom it is true that they are passi 
graviorn. For them it also may be true that dabit Deus his quoque 

* The '*VeUro” of the ^Tafeino'’ (i. 101). 
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finem. In tlic meantime, their strength lies in quietness and confi¬ 
dence, not in panic, cries, or political combinations. The \forst 
thing the Church could do would* be to lean on the broken reed 
of party. Her wisdom also will be to form a **parte per se s/cmo.” 

Not a few of the most earnest members of and workers in 
the Churchy have seen that the breathing time now given by 
the postponement of the Disestablishment question as part of 
the immediate programme of tho coming session, if not of the 
coming Parliament, is a season of grace, an opportunity for setting 
their house in order, for reforming much that confessedly needs to be 
reformed. The speeches of bishops, and candidates for Parliament, 
the columns of the Times and Guardian, teem with plans, practicable 
and impracticable. It lies beyond my power and my limits to dis¬ 
cuss these one by one. 1 content myself with a brief notice of the 
most prominent. 

(1.) There arc schemes, represented in part by Lord Ebury and 
the Bishop of Liverpool, for more effectually protestantizing the 
Church, Kevise the Prayer-Book, and eliminate its elements of 
sacerdotalism. The Church Association, perhaps the followers of 
Lord Beaconsfield, would add the words with which he advo¬ 
cated the Public Worship Ilcgulation Bill, and say, “ stamp 
out Kitualism; ” prosecute, prosecute, prosecute, till the last Ritualist 
has been imprisoned or expelled. Suspend the episcopal veto 
which at present stop^ the way of such a policy. Some of 
the proposed changes in the Prayer-Book I could personally 
accept with satisfaction, but I would ask those who urge them 
whether they thi^uk that tiic House of Commons is likely to enter¬ 
tain a new Act of Uniformity with a revised Prayer-Book as an 
annexed schedule, or that that House, with all its heterogeneous 
elements of men of diverse creeds and no creed, is competent to enter 
ou such a task. A time may comu when it will be wise to ask 
Parliament to repeal that Act. I hold Avith Frederick Maurice and 
Bishop Thorold, that Christianity may be a ga’ner when it is 
goue,^'* that that Act is the monument of a sin that has worked out 
its own abundant punishment; but I hold also that the time is not 
yet ripe for the change, that Ave must bear the yoke a little longer, 
till we have learnt to use our liberty without degenerating into 
license. 

(2.) Others, among whom I may name Canon Fremantle, Sir 
Edward Strachey, and to some extent Mr. Llewelyn Davies, would 
plead for a wider liberality. They also would at least revise the 
Act of Uniformity, with a view to a greater comprehensiveness, not 
in one direction only, but all round, would exchange pulpits with 
Nonconformist ministers, and nationalize the Church by throwing 

* “Charge,’*p. 87. 
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open its gates so wide that its present ezclusiva position would 
almost be merged into one' of concurrent endowment. In the 
general largeness of heart which* prompts the suggestion I heartily 
sympathize! but then (1) it cannot be carried into effect^ any more 
than the scheme just noticed! without thrusting a new Act of 
Uniformity upon a reluctant House of Commons. (2) It would 
increase, instead of diminishing, the differences which now divide us, 
and embitter the nascent chiyity that is taking the place of 
suspicion and animosity. Canoh Liddou would presumably say, as 
be said once before, non hac in f^ndera vvnif and he would probably 
be echoed by Bishop Ryle. (3) I have no faith in the actipn of a 
number of gontlemeu sitting round a table and eviscerating the 
Prayer-Book of all distinctive dogma. 

(3.) Some leaders, such as the Archbishop of Canterbury, the Bishop 
of Durham, and the Bishop of Peterborough, tell us that we ought to 
aim at removing the abuses wliich exist—(1) as to the exorcise of 
patronage, (2) as to the discipline of the CImrch, (3) as to the'present 
inadequate representation of the laity. These are all of them, it will 
be confessed on all sides, objects that are worth striving for; open 
to no charge either of Erastianism or partisanship; but then (1) is 
likely to be thwarted, as the Bishop of Peterborough's Patronage 
Bill was, by a combination of Conservative and Whig patrons with 
the Radicals, who resist all schemes of “ mending " in order that they 
may more successfully urge their policy offending.” Of (2) I am 
disposed to think that the Clergy Discipline Act’ of last session 
(technically the Pluralities Act Amendment Act) puts sufficient 
power into the hands of bishops, if they will but use it faithfully 
and without respect of persona, to guard not onlyagiSnst the scandal 
of “ criminous clerks,^' but also against tlie “ inadequate perform¬ 
ance ” of clerical duties. The third proposal seems to me to point 
altogether in the right directiop, and requires only to be formulated 
and expanded. 

(4.) One whd thus criticizes freely the schemes of others is bound 
to submit his own scheme, if he has any, to the same hcry ordeal. 

I have no claim to speak with any authority, and I write with little 
or no consultation with others; but, if I mistake not, there are not a 
few, both clergy and laity, to whom I can look for a dispassionate, 
if not for a favourable, judgment. I would suggest, then, that the 
wisdom of the Church would be to start from what I have presented 
as the third proposal of our ablest and wisest bishops, and to lose no 
time in organizing an adequate representation of the laity, with 
something more than a mere consultative action. It will be seen that 
what 1 propose is somewhat on the lines of Mr. Albert Grey^s Paro¬ 
chial Cooiicils Bill,butl venture to think that it is free from some of the 
objections which obviously attached to that measure. I would suggest, 
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then^ —1. Thafc there should be in everj parish a parochial Council, the 
electors of which should be all persons of full age, male or female, 
wlio chose to register themselves a,s baptized members of the Church 
of England, A communicant, or attendance, teat is obviously, for 
many reasons, inexpedient, 2. '(hat the Council should consist of three, 
live, seven, or nine members, according to population, with the addition 
of the iiicftmbent and churchwardens as ejp officio members, the 
elected members holding office fo^ one year only, but re-eligible 
without limit, 13. 'fhat such Oouncil should appoint trustees 
who should receive and manage all moneys given or bequeathed to the 
parisli for church or charitable purposes, including offertories. 
4. That the majority of such Council should have the power, in the 
case of tlic ])rcscntation of an incumbent to a vacant beucflcc, to 
lodge a caveat with the bishop, prior to institution, and that this 
caveat, stating the grounds of objection, though not necessarily 
binding on the bishop, sliould be a sufficient defence for him, if, 
after inquiry, he thought fit to act on it, against any legal proceed* 
ings on the part of the patron or presentee. 5. Tliat no legal 
proceedings under the Public Worship Regulation Act, or the 
Pluralities Act Amendment Act, should be taken, except at the 
rccpicst of the majority of the Council, and that in that ease the 
bishop’s consent, to the proceedings should no longer be required, 
0. That each (Council should send a lay deputy to a meeting, to be 
held at least once a year, of the representatives of all the parishes in 
each rural deanery, and that they, in their turn, should elect a lay 
rc|)rcscntativc for a Diocesan Council. 

I have confined myself here to strictly defined and formulated 
fuTictioiiM, but ft is obvious that over and above these such a body 
would have a strong moral weight on all points connected with the 
liturgical usages ot the Church aud other matters connected with the 
religious life of the parish. 

There—that is my little draft for a Church Reform Bill. I may 
he blinded by the proverbial egotism of projectors, and I certainly do 
not present it as a panacea for all evils, still less as a substitute for 
the liigher wisdom aud the spirit of strength and love which the 
conscience of every Churchman, clerical and lay, will teach him where 
and how to seek, without which all schemes are worthless, but which 
canuot easily be formulated or attained by any mechanism whatever. 
But, if 1 mistake not, what I have ventured to propose is at least 
free from partisanship, involves no elaborate legislation, no tamper¬ 
ing with the rights of property, nothing that can be charged either 
with Erastianism or Saccrdotalismj but likely to act effectively 
against the excesses of both. It would, at least, prepare the way for 
the more equal distribution of parochial endowments, as tbe legisla¬ 
tion of 1810 did for that of episcopal and capitular property, for 
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tho wide acceptance of the plan of free and open ** churches which 
should be to the democracy of the future what assignment of seats^ 
according to quality, was to the older feudal arrangements of society, 
and the system of pew-rents to the monarchy of the middle classes. 

1 shall be told, of course, that here also th^re is the difficulty that 
any such Bill would he opposed by tire Radical members of the House 
of Commons, who insist on nothing but the '^ending*' policy and 
are intolerant of the “mending.” For that I am prepared. But 
the fact that the Pluralities Act Amendment Act was passed last 
session, not to speak of the imTiicn|e majorities that carried the 
Public Worship Regulation Act, leads me to hope that the extreme 
Radical section of the Liberal party, even if backed by Mr. Parnell's 
eighty followers, will be powerless to prevail against a measure which 
moist will recognise as having claims on all Conservatives, on all 
moderate Liberals, ou independent thinkers among the Radicals 
themselves. Kveu Homan Catliolic members might probably think 
the counsels of Cardinal Newman and Cardinal Manning better 
worth listening to than those of Mr. Newman Hail and Dr. Joseph 
Parker. And to a large extent, I may add, the plan is workable, . 
,‘ind may do a large amount of the good that is contemplated, as a 
purely voluntary action, without legislative sanction. And now 1 
liavc said my say, and 1 lay down my pen. 

E. II. Plumptre. 
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the' origin of the alphabet. 


O R. ISAAC TAYLOUbegins his interesting book on “The Alpha¬ 
bet by saying that, “ if we set aside the still more wonderful in¬ 
vention of speech, the discovery of the Alphabet may fairly be accounted 
the most dilficult as well as the most fruitful of all the past achieve¬ 
ments of the human intellect.” Rut, like speech, it was not discovered 
all :it once. The history of the alidiabct, in fact, is a history of slow 
and painful growth, and every letter contains the record ot' its origin 
and transformations as indelibly imprinted upon it as the records of 
the past history of life arc indelibly imprinted upon the rocks. 

One of the chief lessons of Ur. Taylor’s book is that the history 
of our writing forms no exception to that law of development which 
modern research has found to })re8ide over the destinies of the universe. 
liCttors arc not arbit^;arily invented, except in very rare instances, 
and their forms arc not arbitrarily changed, except on very rare 
occasions. And such inventions and cl^nges have always been the 
product of analogy. The Mormon alphabet, which Joseph Smith 
averred had l)ccn revealed to liim by an angel, was really a modifi¬ 
cation of English cursive writing, and the syllabary invented by 
Sckfvoia fur his Cherokee fcdlow-countrvmcn was modelled on the 
characters he had seen in European books. The new characters in 
Mr. Pitman’s phonetic alphabet owe their existence to the letters to 
which we have been accustomed ever since we were children. 

If, then, no new alphabetic letters are ever devised, even in this 
inventive age of the world, except in imitation and after the analogy 
of the letters of our current alphabet, we may well ask liuw this 
alphabet itself originally came into existence. In other words, what 
was the origin of the alphabet which we still use, and in which we 
endeavour, however imperfectly, to express the manifold sounds of our 
English language ? 
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We can trace its historj back to a certain point. The English 
alphabet is the alphabet of the Romans, and the Roman alphabet 
was the alphabet of the Greeks^ while the Greek alphabetj os certain 
legends about it alhrmedj was in turn derived from the Fhocniciaus. 
That these legends were correct has been abundantly proved by 
modern inquiry. Not only are thc'namee given to the letters by the 
(irceks of Phoenician origin and practically identical with the names 
given to the same letters in the Hebrew alphabet; we now know from 
inscriptions that the oldest forms of tho Greek letters are more or less 
identical with the forms of the same letters in the oldest Phoenician 
texts. Not only is the Phoenician name of the first letter, alcjih, “ an 
still pronounced every time wc speak of the aipha-bet, but 
wc may still see iu the form of our capital A the resemblance to 
the Itcad of an ox which caused some old Phmnician schoolmaster to 
call it hy tliat niiimars name. Thus far the history of our alphabet 
is clear; like its name, it came from those Englishmen of the ancient 
world, the practical and adventurous traders of the Canaanitish 
coast. 

But was it really a Phoenician invention? This has sometimes 
been ass,umcd on tlic strength of the names given to the letters, and 
attempts liave been made to show that the letters may be reduced to 
pictures corresponding with the naifics. All analogy, however, is’ 
against such an assumption. We know a good deal now about the 
Phoenicians, and wc find that, although they were admirable adopters 
and improvers of other mcn*s arts and industries, they invented none 
of their own. They were intermediaries, not originative gouiu.scs, 
and it would be strange if so wonderful an invention as the alphabet 
had formed the single exception to their usual chm-actcr. No traces, 
moreover, have been met with in Phoenician lands of the primitive 
hieroglyphs out of which the alphabetic letter^ are supposed to have 
grown. The rude rock sculptures found in the neighbourhood of 
Tyre imply a condition of dbeiety infinitely below that in which a 
pictorial system of writing first becomes possible, and it is doubtful 
whether they are not to be referred to the barbarous races who in¬ 
habited the country before the Phoenicians arrived there from ^hc 
East. Then, again, had the “ Phoenician alphabet really been a 
Phoenician invention, w'c should have expected it to contain two 
separate symbols for the letters called in Hebrew shin and sin {sh and 
a), as w'ell, probably, as two symbols for the two gutturals still heard 
in Arabic, ^ayin and ghain, the latter of which appears in the names 
of the Canaanite towns Gomorrah and Gaza. So long, however, 
as no proofs are forthcoming that the Phoenicians ever used hiero¬ 
glyphs or pictorial characters, wc may safely put on one side the 
theory of the Phoenician origin of the alphabet. 

Another theory has lately been advanced by the eminent historian 

3 H 2 
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of Oriental antiquity, Eduard Meyer. He suggests that the 
Phoenicians received the alphabet from the llittites, whose im¬ 
portance for the history of ancient, culture is but just beginning 
l!i he understood. The Hittites, as we now -know, employed a 
peculiar system of hieroglyphic jvriting, which they seem to have 
brought southward with them from Kappadokia, and they were the 
immediate neiljhbours of the Phoenician tribes. Their advance- 
guard, indeed, had even occupied Kadesh oii the Oroutes as well as 
Hamath, and, in the vicinity of Carclicmish, Hittites and Aramieaus 
were mixed together in close contact. There are, too, certain 
curious resemblances between some of the PhoDniciau letters and the 
Hittitc hieroglyphs, of which T shall speak later on; the form of the 
letter ky for instance, called kaph, or the ‘Miand,'^ by the Phoenicians, 
has little similarity to the human hand, while it resembles verv 
remarkably the long-sleeved glove with only a thumb which appears 
in tlic Ilittitc inscriptions. But, although all competent authorities 
lire now inclined to believe that the strange syllabary once used 
in Cyprus and Asia Minor was derived from the Hittitc liieroglyphs, 
Dr. Meyer has as yet found no one to assent to his hypothesis that 
the same origin must be ascribed to tlic Plioeniciau alphabet. 
Indeed, until the Hittitc system of writing has been fully deciphered, 
the hypothesis must be regarded at best as a mere possibility. 

A new liypotbcsis has just been started by the Assyrian scholar, 
Dr. llommcl. He believes that tlic Bedouin tribes who bordered on 
the ancient monarchy of Babylonia acquired a knowledge of a certain 
number of cuneiform characters iii their primitive pictorial form, and 
gave to cacli of them, as a phonetic value, the first sound in the 
Semitic word whiifii the character signified when used as an ideo¬ 
graph. Thus the first letter of this Bedouin alphabet was because 
the Semitic word alpu, an ox,^^ began with this sound, and ulpUf 
or " ox,” was tlic word signified by the Babylonian character in 
which Dr. Ilommel sees the prototype of the Phmuiciau alcph. In 
this way the uncultured wanderers of the desert effected what the 
cultured ])opulations of Chaldiea and Assyria never thought of 
achieving—the creation of an alphabet. The period to which Dr. 
Hommcl would a8sigi\ the achievement is about 3000 b.c. 

It is obvious that such a theory involves a host of difficulties. 
Nomads have never been writers and readers, much less the inventors 
of an alphabet, and the Bedouins especially have never distinguished 
themselves for their literary tastes. While their settled kinsfolk and 
neighbours have occupied themselves in engraving inscriptions and 
composing books, they have been content to wander or destroy. 
The life of a " desert ranger,” in fact, oft'ers little inducement to 
literary activity, and there is little in it which needs to be recorded. 
The date, moreover, to which the invention of the alphabet is 
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assigned is either too remote or too modern. It is too modern on 
the one side, since recent discoveries have shown that the origin and 
early history of Babylonian civilization is far ol^er than we had 
fancied, and the cuneiform characters had lost their original pictorial 
forms centuries before Dr. Homraers date of 2000 b.c. „ Long 
before that, the character wliicli denoted • an ox had lost its 
rescmblaucc to an os's head, and had degenerated into a mere group 
of wedge-shaped lines. On the other liand, the date too remote 
if wc turn to the Phceniciau alphabet itself. The oldest monument 
of it we possess is only of the ninth century b.c., and if it had 
already existed for a thousand years, it is difficult to understand how 
it is that no earlier examples of it have as yet been found. An 
alphabet, furtlicrraorc, which was a thousand years old would have 
undergone so many changes that its original appearance, and there¬ 
fore its origin and coiiiicctioiis, would he extremely difficult, if not 
impossible, to trace. 

Dr. Hommcl's theory, however, is but a modification of one of 
which Dr. Dccckc made himself the champion a few years since, but 
which has found no aeceptance or favour among scholars, lie 
proposed to derive the Phccuician letters from the cuneiform syllabary 
of Assyria, which possesses over 500 different characters. It might 
have been thought that with such a choice he would have had uo 
dilficulty in finding twenty-two which bore a resemblance to the twenty- 
two Phoenician letters, especially when it is, remembered that almost 
every Assyrian character lias more than one phonetic value. But 
such was not the ease. Dr. Dccckc had to seek his prototypal char¬ 
acters among varieties of the cuneiform syllabary which differed in 
age and locality, and, in spite of all this licence, was still further 
obliged to assume intermediate forma for them wJiich never existed 
either in the cuneiform syllabary or in the Phoenician alphabet. Ilis 
attempt only proved that, whatever else might be the origin of the 
alphabet, it was not to be found in,the inscriptions of Assyria and 
Babylonia. 

About one thing, however, scholars were all agreed.* The alphabet 
did not suddenly burst into being, like Athdne from the head of 
Zeus. It is not aii invention which would occur spontaneously to 
the inind even of the most gifted genius. We now know something 
about the history of the systems of writing used by the chief civilized 
nations of the ancient world, the Egyptians, the Babylonians, and 
the Chinese; and in every ease wc can trace the slow and gradual 
process by which they passed from a pictorial to an ideographic stage, 
and then through a syllabic to a rudimentary form of alphabetic 
writing. Indeed, the Babylonians and Chinese, with all their culture 
and originality, never reached the last-mentioned stage at all, while 
the Egyptians allowed all these various stages of growth to remain, 
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stereotyped as it were, side by side. They never perceived the advan¬ 
tage of retaining only those characters whicli had an alphabetic 
value, and of getting rid of the cumbrous machinery of syllabic char¬ 
acters, of ideographs, and of determinatives. It required u loug 
ex[icricDCC, and contact with those who had no prejudices in favour 
(d‘ a traditional mode .of writing,* to take this final step and regard 
our written symbols as representing sounds merely, and not ideas 
or things. 

Writing, at the outset, is, and must*bc^ hieroglyphic or pictorial. 
Early man was fond of drawing, as the child is now; and in the 
pictures of mammoths and reindeer, scratched with a Hint tool on the 
bones found in the eaves of Southern France, we may see the begin¬ 
nings of an art which culminated in one direction in the creation of 
a system of writing. Systems of v^riting liave been met with, not 
only among the civilized populations whom the Spaniards discovered 
in Central America, but even among a very considerable number of 
barbarous and savage tribes. The Red Indian of America knew Low 
to write letters upon hark, and a volume of prayers and religious 
hymns has actually been priuted at Vienna in the native characters 
of the Miemacs. But these characters and systems of writing arc 
always pictorial; it is only wlicre a civilization lias lasted for a iong 
while and the people have bcci» long accustomed to reading and 
writing, as among the Mayas of Central America, that the ])ictorial 
characters tend to become phonetic. Facts bear out tlic conclusion 
of ])hilosopliy, that writing l)cgius with pictures. All systems of 
writing not only must be pictorial in their origin; we find that they 
actually are so. 

We cannot suppojie that the Flimnician alphabet is any exception 
to this rule. And there is one fact connected with it which goes to 
show that it is not. 'Fhe word alphabet refers us to alpha and h(Ha, 
the names of the first two letters of the Greek alphabet, and these 
again to the Pheeniciau aleph and bMy which arc still the names of 
the first two letters in Hebrew. Now, these names signify " ox ” and 
“ house,and'the most probable explanation of tlieir origin is that 
the Phoenicians saw some likeness between the letters denoted by 
them and the pictures of aii ox (or ox-head) and house. The memory 
of the Phoenician boy was supposed to be assisted by the analogy, 
just as in our nursery days it was supposed that we should learn our 
alphabet more easily if we were told that *'A was an archer who 
shot at a frog." We may therefore regard the very word alphabet 
as indicating that the old Phoenicians considered the letters to be of 
pictorial origin, or at least as so many pictures of things. 

If, then, we are unable to accept the theory which would derive 
the Fbmnician letters from a selected number of hieroglyphs once 
hypothetically used by the inhabitants of Canaan, we are driven to 
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conclude that they were borrowed by the Phcenicians from some 
foreign system of writing which was still pictorial at the time of the 
borrowing or else had once beep so. But we have already seen that 
the theories which would make this foreign system one of the two 
great systems of Western Asia—the Babylonian and Hhe Hitfite— 
arc alike initeDablc ; and we are therefore driven back upon the only 
other system of writing witli which the Phoenicians could have come 
into contact; though it belonged rather to Africa than to Asia. This 
is the hieroglyphic system of ancient Egypt; the history of which can 
be traced by contemporaneous raouuments for more than 4,000 years. 

It is just sixty years ago that an English writer, Sir W. Drum** 
mond; suggested the possibility of deriving the Phmnician alphabet 
from the alphabet of the hieroglyphic inscriptions, in the second 
volume of his' “Origines; or, Remarks on the Origin of several 
Kmpires, States, and Cities." The hieroglyphic alphabet had 
recently been dccipliered by Young and Champollion, and, though 
Sir William Drummond adopts the tone of critical superiority which 
tlie adherent.s of the old learning usually assume towards pioneers 
in new fields of research, he admits on the whole the correctness of 
the great I’Venchman's conclusions. He even prints a comparative 
table of Egyptian and Phoenician characters, so far as they were 
known at the time, and asks: ''Since we find the Phoenician and 
Chaldaic letters frequently corresponding in form to one set of 
l^gyptiau characters; may we not thence conclude that the Phoeni¬ 
cians and ChuUheans liorrowcd tlicir alphabets from the Egyptians, 
in copying encli of their letters from a hieroglyph, and in choosing 
the particular homophon of which the dgurc was most suitable to 
their purposes?" • 

To this question Drummond is "inclined to answer in the nega¬ 
tive.” He could not bring himself to diSmiss his "priests of 
I Eammou ” and " postdiluvian Tsabaists,” and accordingly argues 
that all three alphabets—ISgyptiau, Phoenician, and Chaldaic, by 
^yhich he means the Square Hebrew—were derived from one com¬ 
mon origin,” a hieroglyphic system of writing " empfoyed by the 
Tsahaists.” From this the Egyptians,' Chaldacans, and Phanicians 
“ made a choice of the hieroglyphs from which they formed their 
letters.” Hence the " Chaldaic,” or Square Hebrew, and Phoenician 
letters are referred, in many instances, to different pictorial originals, 
as well as the hieratic or cursive forms of the Egyptian alphabet, 
the Square Hebrew o/epA, for example, being declared to represent 
" a branch,” while the akph of the Phoenician inscriptions is traced 
hack to the orthodox head of an ox. 

We must remember that, when Drummond wrote his book, the 
monuments which have yielded us the earlier forms of the Phoenician 
letters were still undiscovered, while the relationship between the 
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PboBnician and the Square Hebrew characters had not as yet been 
proved. It is therefore instructive to find him assuming the same 
amount of diftcrence between the for^s of the Phoenician and Square 
Hebrew letters as between those of the Phoenician and Egyptian 
characters. It suggests that just as the gulf between Phoenician ami 
Square Hebrew has been filled up by the discovery of inscriptions 
containing intermediate forms of characters^ so the gulf which still 
exists between Phoenician and Egyptian will be similarly filled up by 
the discovery of older Phoenician texts than those at present known 
to us. We are, in fact, brought back to the same point as that at 
which our examination of the possible sources of the Phoenician 
alphabet had brought us—the point, namely, that its origin must he 
sought in Egypt. 

This, indeed, is no new doctrine. It had been affirmed by the 
Phoenician historian, Sanchuuiathon, and repeated by Plato, by Dio- 
(loros, by Plutarch, and ]>y Tacitus. Tacitus declares that the 
JCgyptians considered themselves the inventors of writing, and ^'from 
them it was carried to Greece by the Phoenicians by the aid of their 
luaritimc supremacy, who thus gained the glory of having discovered 
what they had really only received.” Hut tlm doctrine met with 
little favour in modern times. Even Sir William Drummond, as 
we have seen, contents himself with slating it: he docs not venture 
t(j adoj)t it himself. “ The entire glory,” says Dr. Isaac Taylor, of 
this great discovery [of the origin of the Phoenician alphabet] is due to 
the genius of a French Egyptologist, limanucl dc Ilouge. The first 
account of his investigations was given in a paper read before the 
Academic dcs Inscriptions in the year 1859. A meagre summary 
of his results was published at the time intlic Comptes-rciulus,” but 
by some mischance tlic MS. itself was lust, and has never been 
recovered. M. dc Rouge^s intention of rewriting the whole essay 
was unfortunntcly never cai'ricd out. After his death the rough 
draft of the original memoir was foiind among his papers, and 
at last, after a delay of fifteen years, was edited, completed, and 
given to the world by the filial piety of M. Jacques de Rouge, the 
worthy son of a worthy fatlier. This epoch-making work—the first 
attempt to treat the problem in the modern scientific method—^may 
be said to have made possible, at last, a history of the alphabet.” 

De Rouge started w'ith the assumption that, if the Phoenician 
alphabet were borrowed from Egypt, it must have been borrowed, 
not from the hieroglyphs of the public monuments, but from the 
-hieratic or running-hand of every-day use/and, furthermore, that the 
prototypes of its twenty-two letters must be sought, not among the 
multitudinous characters of Egyptian writing, but among the selected 
few which were employed alphabetically. The object of his memoir 
was to show that the forms of these letters corresponded most remark¬ 
ably with the forms of the hieratic characters which a comparison of 
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proper names proved to have the same phonetic values. The hieratic 
form of the letter m, for example, bears a striking resemblance to 
tliat of the Phoenician M. It ia really a degenerated picture of an 
owl, which was called miihtym Egyptian, and was accordingly chosen 
to represent the sound of Littly else besides the two ears and 
wing of the bird can be traced in the hieratic and Phoenician letters, 
and it is just these two cars which still survive in every M wc write. 
Equally striking is the likeness^ between the hieratic/or v and the 
Phoenician Here the original hieroglyph was the horned cerastes, 
and it is again the horns whicli maintain their existence in our F. 
Step by step wc arc able to trace the gradual changes which have 
transformed the./' of the Old-Egyptian running-hand into the / of 
onr own cursive. 

Do Uouges theory, imperfectly as it was announced, at once gained 
the support of a large number of competent scholars. It not, 
liovvevcr, wholly free from difticnities. In the first place, its author 
liampcred Iiimaclf by a historical assumption. He assumed that the 
adojdiou of the hieratic alphabet by tlic Phmnicians must have taken 
l)Iaoc when Northern Egypt was under the rule of the Semitic Hyksos, 
or shepherd kings. From an early period the "Delta bad been the 
resort of numerous Asiatic settlers. So numerous, indeed, did they 
become that, as Ebers long ago pointed out, they gave their name to 
the wliolc district. “ The coast-laud of Caphtor,” of which wc read 
ill the Old Testament, is simply the coast-land of the Delta. The 
Phoenicians were oaHcd Kcfa by the Egyptians, and their country Keft, 
so that Caphtor is merely Keft-ur, or ‘‘ greater Phoenicia," anotlicr 
• Plimuieia inhabited by Phoenicians who liad found in it a larger and 
more fertile country than that of Canaan. Caphtor, in fact, was to 
the Phoenicians of Canaan what Magna Oraiciu was in later days to 
the Greeks of Hellas. In the age of the Ilyksos, therefore, when 
the throne of the Pharaohs^ was occupied by those wlio were allied 
in blood and language to themselves, the Phoenicians would neces¬ 
sarily have been brought into close contact with the culture and 
wisdom of tlic Egyptians. They were essentially a commercial people, 
and their colonies were established for the sake of trade. But they 
must soon have discovered that trade requires some kind of written 
record, and we need not be surprised, therefore, if they made an 
effort to learn that mysterious instrument of intercourse with which 
their neighbours had been acquainted for untold centuries. But, 
with the practical spirit which always characterized them, they 
borrowed no more than they wanted for carrying on mercantile 
transactions. They went to school among the Egyptians, not that 
they might become scribes or study books, but in order that they might 
increase their profits and extend their trade. Accordingly, they threw 
away the antiquated lumber of ideographs and syllabic characters 
which the Egyptian scribes preserved with so much reverential care. 
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and borrowed only just wliat was sufficient for their purpose—the small 
group of symbols which from time immemorial had been used by the 
Egy))tians as alphabetic letters. , 

NoWj it is obvious that this borrowing might have taken place at 
any tim&'^ftcr the settlement o^ the Phoenicians in Egypt and the 
opening of their trade with the Egyptians. There is no reason why 
we should confine it to the period of the Ilyksos. Indeed^ there is 
one fact which tells against such an assumption. We hud that the 
Uyksos princes very soon adopted all die manners and arts of the 
native kings, not excluding the traditional mode of writing in its 
full entirety. Their names were written in the ordinary hieroglyphic 
form, and one of the few mathematical treatises of ancient Egypt 
which have been preserved to us was composed for the Court of 
a Uyksos sovereign. On the other hand, the intcrconrsc between 
the Egyptians and the Phccnicians assumed larger proportions and a 
more active character after tlie Asiatic campaigns of the Eighteenth 
Dynasty. Plimnicians of Canaan arc depicted on the walls of Theban 
tombs bearing their offerings of gold and curiously moulded vases to 
the ]!)gyptian Pharaohs, while the Egyptians begin to imitate 
Phmnician habits and use Phoenician words, lienee, in seeking the 
most probable period at which the Egyptian alphabet could have 
been handed on to the Phccnicians, there is no reason why wo should 
go back to the remote cjioch of the Uyksos; the age of the 
Eighteenth and Nineteenth Dynasties (1/00-1250 n.o.) would serve 
equally well. 

Do Uouge’s liypothcsis had to encounter yet another difficulty. 
Tlie oldest Phoenician monuments with which he was acquainted were 
comparatively Jatft. The Moabite stone of King Mesha, the con< 
temporary of Aliab, had not yet been discovered, the Jewish inscrip¬ 
tion in the tunnel of the Siloam Pool was still unknown, and the 
dedication by King Hiram to the Eaal of Lebanon, believed by some 
to be of the tenth century before our era, was still lying buried in 
the soil of Cyprus. His comparisons were based on the forms of the 
Pii(£iiician letters on the sarcophagus of the iSidoniau prince 
Eshmunazar, which belongs at the earliest to the fifth century u.c. 
Ectween this period and the latest at which the Egyptian letters 
could have been borrowed the interval was enormous, allowing such 
transformations in the borrowed cliaracters as might render the 
recognition of their prototypes almost impossible. 

But it was just this second difficulty—a difficulty which arose from 
the nature of his materials, and was not, like the first, of his own 
creation—that has furnished De Rouge's theory with its best con¬ 
firmation. If it were true, the discovery of older documents would 
tend to fill up the gap between the Egyptian and the Phoenician 
forms of the letters by famishing forms which bore an increasing 
resemblance to their prototypes the older they were; if it was not 
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true, the gap would remaiu as great aa ever. Now, no one can 
examine the tables of alphabets given by Dr. Taylor without seeing 
that the earlier forms of the Plimuiciau letters discovered since the 
appearance of Dc Rouge’s memoir appi'oach their supposed originals 
more nearly than those with which he had to work. Thc^lder the 
form the more it resembles its hieratic equivalent. No doubt, the 
resemblance in several instances is still far from exact, but this must 
necessarily be the ease as long as our most ancient Fhcenician text 
is still separated by at least four centuries from the period to which 
the origin of the Phoenician alpliabet must be assigned. The only 
wonder is, that the resemblances should be as dose and numerous as 
they arc. 

But, it will be asked, if m'c arc to accept the i;gyi>tiau origin of the 
Phoenician letters, liow can we explain the names by which those 
loiters luivo been immcmorially known V The first letter is not 
ahom, “ an eagle/’ as it was in Egyptian, but altph^ au ox;” the 
thirteenth is nut uniluy, “ an owl,” but mihn, water.” We may still, if 
we will, see the two horns of the cerastes in our F; but its Phoenician 
name, waw, had no connection with a serpent. We need not, how¬ 
ever, look very far for an explanation of the fact. The nursery- 
riiymc I liavc before alluded to will show how easily new names may 
attach themselves to the symbols of the alphabet. "The Russian 
letters, which were borrowed in the ninth century from the Greek 
alphabet, have lost the familiar Greek appellations, and bear new 
names significant in Slavonic speech. Thus the letter b is not called 
beta but buki^ which means a * beecli,’ while d has lost the old 
name of delta, and has acquired tliat of dobro, an ' oak.' The Scandi¬ 
navian runes, w’hicli were derived at an earlier •period from the 
Greek alphabet, have also been systematically renamed. So, again, 
the Roman uncials, which constitute the Irisli Bhthluisnion alphabet, 
received Keltic tree-names; while in another Irish alphabet, which 
is called the Bobeloth, the natnes are taken from the Bible history.” 
All that the names of the Phsnician letters can teach us is, that at 
the time they were given the letters had lost all resemblance to the 
original pictures from which they were derived. But this was already 
the ease with their hieratic prototypes. 

Several years ago 1 suggested that, before receiving the new 
alphabet from their brethren of the Delta, the Phoenicians of Canaan 
had been acquainted with the Hittitc hieroglyphs, which we know to 
have been used in their immediate neighbourhood. One of the 
peculiarities of these hieroglyphs is the frequent employment of the 
heads of animals, more especially the ox. It is therefore conceiv¬ 
able that the likeness to the heads of an ox and a camel seen by 
the Phoenicians in the first and third letters of their alphabet was 
due to their previous familiarity with the Uittite system of writing. 
It is, at any rate, noticeable that, whereas the letters yod and kaph, 
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which mean the hand/' bear but little resemblance in their earliest 
forms to tlic human hand, they are (as 1 have already stated) re¬ 
markably like the gloved hand ;(rhich appears in the Hittitc 
inscriptions. However this may bo, the namers of the letters do not 
seem to have been in a very advanced stage of culture. The names 
denote just such objects as would be the first to occur to the minds 
of the moderti fellahhi of Syria. 

Are the names of the letters the only element of originality con¬ 
tributed by the Phceniciaris to the alpliabct which bears their nap|c? 
Lenormaut and Dr. Taylor would answer " No/' and with a good show 
of reason. The Phoenicians, in common with the rest of their Semitic 
kinsfolk, possessed a sound which was unknown to the Egyptians, 
and for which, therefore, the Egyptian alphabet did not provide a 
symbol. This was the gutturalized 'ayin. *AyiH signifies the ** eye/' 
and is represented by a small circle, w'hicK in its oldest forms assumes 
the oval shape of an eye. We look in vain in the Egyptian alphabet 
for anything corresponding to it, and conscquetitly we are justified 
iu concluding that the symbol, like the sound which it expressed, 
was of purely native origin. The one letter which we arc unable io 
trace to a hieratic prototype is thus the one letter which denotes 
a non-Egyptian sound, (hin a better verification be desired of tlic 
truth of Dc Uouge’s theory ? 

It may, perhaps, be thought that so purely spocuhitivc a question 
as the origin of the PJiccnician alphabet is not worth the time and 
labour that have been bestowed upon it. Jhit, besides its historical 
interest, the question has a certain amount of jisychological import¬ 
ance. It is one more illustration of that doctrine of development 
which has at last^solved so many of the problems bequeathed to us by 
the thinkers of tlic post. The creation of the alphabet has not 
been the work of one generation or of one people. It lias needed 
centuries of slow and gradual groAvth, and the contact of different 
races. The I’lgyptians, to wliomit was originally due, were too much 
overshadowed by the traditions of ancient learning and the prejudices 
of early habit to take the final step, and boldly efface all records of 
the several stages by which the primitive picture-writing passed into 
an alphabetic notation of sounds. Like the modern English, who 
refuse to part with Jtheir unphonetic spelling, they could not find it 
in their hearts to break so entirely with the literature and education 
of the past. That was a revolution reserved for an alien colony of 
merchants, with no reverence for Egyptian antiquity or care for 
Egyptian wisdom. The Egyptian was destined never to gather the 
final fruits of his toil and sagacity; others entered into the harvest 
that he had sown. The true inventor of the alphabet lost even the 
glory of the invention ; his claim to it is even now disputed, and 
the alphabet bears the name of that unoriginative, unimaginative, but 
highly practical people who appropriated the results of his labour. 
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The process of development by which the primitive {Pictures of the 
dwellers by tlie Nile eventually became the letters of the alphabet 
was repeated after the alphabet had passed into the possession 
of the Phoenicians. It spread, ^irobably, through Canaan in two 
directions, the Southern panaanites employing a form of their own, 
while another, form was in use among the Phicnicians of tlie North. 
Kirjath-Sepher, or Book-town,” was one of the cities occupied bv 
the children of Judah, and the annals of the Tyrian kingdom were 
recorded from an early peripd.® Mesha, the King of Moab, carved 
thS history of his revolt from Israel on a stone winch all might see 
and read; and the sliapcs of the letters in the Jewish inscription 
of the Siloam tunnel prove that in the time of the kings the 
inhahitants of Jerusalem were already accustomed to write on rolls 
of papyrus or skin. But it w'as not only to their immediate neigh¬ 
bours and kinsfolk that the Phcenicians communicated their treasure. 
Their traders carried it to the islands and coasts of Greece along 
with the clay vases and embroidered robes which they bartered to the 
half-barbarous tribes of the AVest in return for slaves and the purple- 
fish. Greek legend preserved to the last the tradition that the 
alphabet had been the gift of Kadmos, the Phoenician " from the 
ICast,” who was worshipped even on Hellenic shores as the serpent- 
god of Tyre. It was more especially with the Phoenician colony at 
Thebes that the gift was associated, though there were some who 
wished to connect it also with Palamedfis or Baal-Khammfln, the god 
of the Jfhocniciau settlers in tlic Bay of Nanplia. Neither Thebes 
nor Nanplia, however, was the 8i>ot where the alphabet of Phoenicia 
first became the alphabet of Greece. Early inscriptions make it 
pretty clear that this was the island of Thera, '^iic volcanic island 
of Thera, like its neighbour Melos, had long been a haunt of the 
buly sons of Canaan. The volcanic soil vt'as excellent for the potter's 
trade, and both islands had accordingly been occupied by Phoenician 
settlers from an early period. It is in Thera that we find the 
serpent-god Kadmos sculptured on the rocks, and it is in Thfirn also 
that we find the oldest specimens of Greek writing. The alplwbet is 
but little changed from that which meets us on the Moabite stone, 
and when we remember the geographical distance of the two localities, 
the iEgean Sea and the land of Moab, as well as the fact that the 
alphabets of both were derived from the same centre, it is difficult not 
to conclude that the oldest inscriptions of Thera belong to much the 
same date as thcjuscription of Mesha—that is to say, the ninth cen¬ 
tury before our era.* 

Dr. Taylor considers that the fmal a which distinj^Ulies tlie names of so many of 
the Greek lettora is the “ em]>hatic ah'j)h ” of Aramaic, indicating that the Greeks 
derived their alphabet rather from an Arainfean than from a purely Pinenician sonree, 
and he refers to me in sappoi’t of the opinion. I no longer, however, believe the vieu* 
t«j bo tenable* indeed, an analysis of the Greek names of the letters shows that it 
canaob be so. Thus the names of two of the letter^ in the Hebrew alphabet, mSm ami 
rcith, have been cited in proof of their Aramaic origin. But the Greek name of one of 
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It Mf&s soiAc time yet before the new alphabet found its way to 
the mainland of Greece. The evidence of the Kariau inscriptions 
which I have copied at Abydos and elsewhere leads me to believe 
that it was first transported by the Iforians of ThSra to their brethren 
in Jthudes and the opposite coast of Asip Minor. At any rate, 
it was through contact with a' syllabary which was used in Asia 
Minor and I^ypros, and had probably been derived from the Hittitc 
liieroglyphs; that the Greek alphabet took its Hellenic shape by the 
addition of four new characters {f, ^ and v). From Asia Minor 

it spread eastward and westward. The merchant princes of Mil^os 
carried it to Sindpe and Phrygia, the potters of Korinth stamped it 
on their vessels, and Eubccan traders made it known to the nations 
of the West. IJiit, meanwhile, great change" had come over it. Not 
only had new letters been added to it and jld letters dropped, but 
phonetic values were altered and the shapes of the letters themselves 
transformed. Hence arose a great variety of alphabets belonging to 
different ages and localities, and presenting such well-marked dis¬ 
tinctions as to make it possible for the cpigraphist to refer an 
inscription to its exact locality and its approximate age without any 
other aid than the forms of the letters it contains. It was not until 
about 100 n.r., when the local dialects began to yield to the 

common ” Greek of literary Athens, that the local alphabets also 
fell iuto disuse and were superseded by the common Ionic" 
alphabet of twenty-four letters. The archoiiship of Euklcid6s, the 
year after the capture of Athens by Lysaiuler, marks tbe final 
adoption of the Ionic alphabet in the public documents of Attika 
and the extinction of the old form of writing. 

The Eubojic alphabet was the source of all those which were 
employed in Italy; At one time it was supposed that the Etruscan 
alphabet was derived^ from some other of the alphabets of Grce*ce, 
but modern research has now demonstrated, to use the words of Dr. 
Taylor, “ that all the Italic alphabets were developed on Italian soil 
out of a single primitive type.^' Dr. Taylor himself would regard 
tbe Euboean*'colony of Cumsc as the original home of this primitive 
type; others see in the Khalkidic colonies o{ Sicily more probable 
centres of its diffusion. On whichever side the truth may lie, the 
fact remains that the alphabets of Italy, whether Latin, Umbrian, or 
Etruscan, all emanated alike from Euboea, liowever much they came 
to differ from one another after their adoption by the populations which 
have given them their names. It is only the Messapiau alphabet in 
the south-eastern corner of the peninsula that forms an exception to 
the common rule. 

In the struggle for existence the Latin alphabet alone survived among 


tlieni, r/i6, represents an earlier r/kJjta, according to the laws of Greek phonology, and 
/'t'W* wonldbe exactly the Hebneo-Phoeuician form of resh; while in place of me/u we 
have j»ir, assimihtea to uu for nut» (Uko zeta for zaym, assimilated to ha and theta). 
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its Italian compeers^ and was carried by the extension of the Roman 
Empire through the length and breadth of Western Europe. Most 
of our modern European alphabets are its direct offspring. It is only 
iu Eastern Europe, more especiatiy in Russia, that its Greek mother 
and subsequent rival has stood its ground, and even there the 
present century has witnessed the triumph of the Roman characters 
in Slavonic countries over alphabets of Greek origin. It is possible 
that a time will coipc when the Roman characters will triumph like¬ 
wise even over alphabets which claim their descent from the 
Phtenician parent of the Greek alphabet itself. It is no longer 
doubtful that the immense majority, if not the. whole, of the 
alphabets used in the East arc descended, like the alphabets of the 
West, from the alphabet of Phocniciil. We can trace the successive gra¬ 
dations by which the letters of the inscriptions of Mesha or the Siloam 
tunnel became the iiowiug characters of Palmyrene epigraphy and tljc 
riuining-hand of Aramaic papyri, and from the Palmyrene characters it 
IS but a slight step to the Square Hebrew of the modern Jews. Even 
th'c Ncskhi or Arabic alphabet, which, in spite of its manifold imper¬ 
fections, has been made the vehicle of Persian and Turkish literature 
as well as of the thoughts of the vast Arabic-speaking world, can be 
shown to have the same origin, like the Syriac, which was the 
parent of the vertically written Mongolian and Mantchu. In fact, it 
is difficult to find any alphabet which cannot bQ affiliated to the 
l^hoenician, widely different as the two may have become both in the 
forms of the letters and in the values that they bear. Intermediate 
forms are continually being discovered, which bridge over the 
enormous distances, and explain the transitions that time and space 
liave effected. Even the Devandgari alphabet of Sanskrit, whatever 
disputes there may be as to its exact pedigree, is generally allowed 
to be of Phmnician origin. With the exception of the cuneiform 
alphabet of the ancient Persians, and possibly one or two more 
which may yet lurk in obscurp corners of the world, all the alphabets 
of which we know are derived, ultimately, from a single source. 
Utterly diverse as they are in their latest forms, the zealous 
enthusiasm of palreographists and inscription-hunters has succeeded 
in restoring them to their earlier'shapes, in filling up the intervals 
w'hich separate them from each other, and in showing that they are 
all but the manifold developments of a single germ. The history of 
the alphabet, in short, like the history of its origin, is but an illus¬ 
tration of the doctrine of evolution on a large and easily tested 
scale, " Scientific palaeography,” to use again the words of Dr. 
Taylor, rests on. the assumption that no alphabetic changes are ever 
accidental or arbitrary, as was formerly assumed, but are the result 
of evolution taking place in accordance with fixed laws.'' 


A. H. Sayce. 



THE STORY OF THE BAB. 


W HO or what is the Ihib ? This question will probably be 
suggested by our title to not a few readers. The word— 
ineanm". in Arabic, a gate —is the title of a hero of our own 
days, t)»e founder, if not of a new religion, at least of a new pliase 
of ndigious belief. His history, with that of his first followers, as 
told by M. Ic Comte dc Gobincau in liis ‘‘ Kcligious et Philosophies 
{bins PAsie Centralc,’' presents a picture of steadfast adherence to 
truth (as they held it), of self-denial, of joyful constancy in the face 
of bitterest suiicring, torture and death, as vivid and touching as 
any that are found in the records of the heroic days of old. We 
liave been accustomed to claim it as an argument for the truth of 
our Christianity tliafc its believers have been strong to suffer martyr- 
(hjm for its sake, put here we liavc not men only, but tender and 
delicate women and little children, joyfully enduring torture, not 
accepting deliverance,'’^ for the sake of ^thc faith that was in them. 
But our purpose is not to philosophize or to moralize, but to tell the 
story. Here it is. 

Among the crowd of pilgrims wlio flocked tD Mecca in the summer 
of 1843 was a youth who had then hardly completed his nineteenth 
year, lie had come from the far distant city of Shiraz, where his 
family lield an honourable position, claiming, indeed, to trace their 
ilesoent from the great Prophet himself. Thoughtful and devout 
from his childhood, Mirza Ali Mohammed had zealously and 
regularly practised all religious duties considered binding on an 
orthodox Mussulman. He had received a liberal education, aud 
while still a mere boy had eagerly examined aud weighed every new 
set of ideas with which he came in contact. Christians, Jews, Fire- 
worshippers—he conversed with them all, aud studied their books. 
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But the study which the young scholar pursued with special delight 
was one that seems to have a peculiar charm for the Asiatic mind— 
■ that of the occult sciences, and especially the philosophic theory of 
numbers, with the mysterious meanings attached to them. Up to 
the time of his visiting the shrine of the Prophet there had been no 
indication of any departure from the faith of his fathers. But this 
pilgrimage, instead of confirming his faith in Islam^ had a quite 
contrary etfcct. While still in the holy city, and still more on the 
return journey, he had begun td confide to a select few views which 
attracted and delighted them, not more, perhaps, by their breadth 
and freedom than by the vague mystery in which they were still 
wrapped. 

His decisive broach with the old faith was not far distant. 
Tarrying at Bagdad on his way home, he turned aside to visit 
Koufa, a shrine almost as sacred as Mecca itself. Here Ali, the 
brave and faithful son-in-law of the Prophet, had fallen by the hand 
of the assassin; and amid the silence and desolation of the ruined 
mosque the young Mirza passed many days in meditation and mental 
conflict. Should he proceed in the path that seemed opening before 
him, the fate of AU might, most probably would, be his own. Were 
those new ideas that were filling his mind—was that place among his 
fellows to which perhaps he aspired—worth the risk ? He must have 
judged that they were, for from that time he gave no sign of 
wavering or doubt. 

Still journeying homewards, Mirza joined, at Bushire, a caravan 
in which he made many disciples. 

Arrived at Shiraz, his first overt act was to present to his friends 
his earliest written works. These were two: a journal of his pil¬ 
grimage and a commentary on a part of the Korlln. In the latter 
the readers were amazed anti charmed to find meanings and teachings 
of which they had never dreamed before. 

From this time he began tb teach more publicly; and day by day 
larger crowds flocked around him. In public he still spoke with 
reverence of the Prophet and his laws ; while in more ^ivate con¬ 
ferences he imparted to his disciples those new ideas which w'ere, 
perhaps, not yet very clearly defined in his own mind. Very soon he 
bad gathered round him a little band of devoted followers, ardently 
attached to himself, and ready to sacrifice wealth, life, all, in the 
cause of truth. And throughout the great empire men began every¬ 
where to hear of the fame of Mirza All Mohammed. 

There was much in the young teacher himself, apart frpm 'the 
subject of his teaching, to account for this rapid success. Of blame¬ 
less life; simple in bis habits: strict and regular in all pious obser¬ 
vances, he had already a weight of character to which his extreme 
youth added a tenfold interest. But in addition to these things, he 
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was gifted with striking beauty of person, and with that subtle, 
winning sweetness of manner so often possessed by leaders of men, 
and to Avhich, more than to the most w'eighty arguments, they hare 
often owed their power. Those who knew him say that he could not 
o])cn his mouth without stirring hearts to their depths ; and even those 
who remained unconvinced agree in saying that his eloquence was 
something beyond conception. 

Ere long, Mirza assumed the title by which he has since been 
Itnown throughout Persia—the BiLb—that is, the Door, the only one 
through which men can reach the knowledge of God, It may be 
well to give here an outline of what the Biib did teach. 

lie believed in one God, eternal, unchangeable, Creator of all 
things, and into whom all shall finally be reabsorbed, lie taught 
that God reveals His will to men by a scries of messengers, who, 
while truly men, arc not mere men, but also divine: that each of 
these messengers—Moses, Jesus, Mohammed—is the medium of 
some new truth, higher than that brought by the one who preceded 
him ] that he himself, tlic Bfib, though claiming divine honours 
while he lived, was but the forcriiiincv of one greater than he, the 
great llevcaler—“ He whom God shall manifest,^’ who should com¬ 
plete the revelation of all truth, and preside at the final judgment, 
at which all the good shall be made one with God, and all evil 
nnuihilatcd. 

One of the most marked and singular characteristics of his system 
is the prominence given in it to that mysterious and fanciful theory 
of numbers which had always had so great a charm for him. Taking 
various forms of the name of God—ahyy,'' meaning the giver of 
life ; ” “ wahed,”. “ tlie only One; " or tliat which is a most sacred 
formula, “Bismillahelemnaclcgdous,” “in the name of God,highest 
and holiest’’—he shows that the letters composing each of those names, 
taken by their numerical value, make up the number 19. This he 
therefore concludes is the number which lies at the foundation of all 
things in heaven and earth, the harmony of the universe, the number 
which musbrulc in all earthly arrangements. The year should have 
19 months, the month 19 day8,«the day 19 hours. Each college oC 
priests of the new faith should consist of 18, with a president who 
should be the culminating point of this mysterious number. Men of 
all ranks and occupations—lawyers, doctors, tradesmen, mechanics— 
were to order their business with supreme regard to 19. The great 
book of the faith was to consist, when complete, of 19 chapters, 
•each divided into 19 sections. Of this book the wrote only 
eleven chapters, leaving it to the great Revealer to complete the 
mystic number. And, most important of all his applications of this 
theory, he himself was not the sole medium of the new revelation; 
the full truth being embodied in the number of unity, of which lie 
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was the point/* a title by which he be^^au at a very early stage to be 
designated by his followers. 

But while giving forth his new doctrines as revelations from God, 
he earnestly pressed this consideration: that man can know but 
imperfectly till absorbed, into the Creator, and that therefore his 
chief aim should be to love God and obey Him, and to aspire. The 
small amount of worship, strictly so called, which he enjoined, was 
to be performed in richly decked temples, with music and singing. 
Great faith was to be placed in talismans of prescribed forms, 
engraved with mystic numbers, and constantly worn. Like 
Mohammed, the llab strongly enjoins benevolence; but at the same 
time lie strictly prohibits begging, and commands all to work. In 
his rode there is no death penalty; offences being punished chiefly 
by fines calculated on the sacred number 19. 

There are three points in particular in which the reforms proposed 
by the lldb cannot fail, so far as they gain ground, to have a mighty 
effect on society. In the first place, he abolished polygamy; that is, 
lie so strongly discountenanced it that his followers universally 
regard it as a prohibition. In close connection—almost as a necessary 
accompaniment of this—he forbade divorce; that festering sore 
which corrupts the mass of Persiau society to its very heart, and 
makes pure family life almost impossible. His third revolutionary 
step was in the same direction. He abolished the veiling of the 
women; a custom which onr author believes, from personal observa¬ 
tion as well as on other grounds, to be also a source of incalculable 
evils. So far from encouraging their wonted seclusion, tlie lldb will 
have women converse freely, though prudently, with men, and in 
enjoining the faithful to practise abundant hospitality, and to have 
daily at their table as many guests as their means will allow (always 
with due regard to the mystic number), he specifics that some of the 
guests should be women. 

Some of these inuovatiotf^ were probably the result of his study 
of European books. But the considerate kindness of all his rules 
for women, and his invariable tenderness in everything th^ concerned 
children, must have had a deeper source. One can hardly fail to sec 
that in these respects he had imbibed something of the spirit of 
the Gospel; and the regret arises irresistibly, that where he had seen 
and appreciated so much, he had not grasped the whole. 

To return to the story. While the fame and popularity of the 
young preacher were daily increasing, his bold exposure of the vices 
of the clergy aroused against him their bitterest enmity. The 
magistrates of the city also began to take alarm; for if the people, 
never too amenable to lawful authority, should cast themselves at the 
feet of this irrepressible youth, and follow bis lead, where would 
the thing end ? 
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It was therefore agreed^ after many anxious consultations between 
rulers and clergy, to make a double representation and appeal to the 
Crown : on the one side in the interest of the State and civil order; 
on the other in that of religion endangered. 

Tlie Bdb, aware of what was going on» despatched a counter- 
appeal. He represented the e^'il brought on the nation, and the 
hurt done to,true religion, by the corrupt lives and teaching of the 
clergy; told how he, sent by God with the remedy for these evils, 
bad already triumphed over all the Moullas of Shiraz, and begged 
that he might be brought face to face in presence of the king, with 
nil the Moullas of the Empire, professing his readiness to answer 
with his life if he did not put them also to silence. 

This double appeal caused the king and his advisers some per¬ 
plexity, The Government was bound, of course, to protect the 
orthodox religion j but at the same time they had no objection to 
seeing a check given by any means to the power and pride of th(^ 
clergy. The Prime Minister had almost decided on allowing Ali 
Mohammed to come to Teheran, but a far-seeing old Sheykh turned 
him from his purpose. He reminded him that they knew nothing 
of these new doctrines or of the aims of their author. lie repre¬ 
sented the danger of a religious war, if the priests should be provoked 
to a2}pca1 to the peo])lc against the Government. The result was a 
compromise. The Prime Minister wrote to the Governor of Shiraz 
that there must be no more public discussions of tlie new doctrines, 
and that, until further orders, the Bilb should not leave his own 
house. The decision was received with indignant discontent by the 
Moullas, who declared, not without reason, that such protection of 
the true faith was, a mere mockery. On the other side there was 
ojicn triumph. Tlie BAb, indeed, gave prompt obedience to the 
ortlcr, and stayed at home; but his followers felt by no means bound 
('itlicr to follow his example in this respect or to keep silence. 
Cntivcrsioiis increased day by day among the educated class, and 
even from among the priests themselves. 

And uow> the young enthusiast, who, like Paul at Rome, though 
coniiued to his own house, was not forbiddeu to receive any who 
came, began to bring forward much higher claims for himself. He 
was not, as he had at first thought, merely the BUb—the gate into 
the knowledge of thet truth; but the point, the source of truth, a 
manifestation of God. And at this stage he received from his 
disciples a new title, ** Sublime Highness.’^ But his first title is 
that by which he'continued to be known to the uninitiated, and by 
which he is still spoken of throughout Persia. 

Leaving the leader of the movement meanwhile in his retirement, 
we are now to see how his cause spread by means of his first mis¬ 
sionaries. The B^b's chosen band of apostles-—those who, with him, 



THE STORY OF THE BAB. 


813 


completed the circle of truth-^numbered, of coiirae, eighteen. Three 
of these fill a conspicuous place in the story. 

The first was a Moulla, from' Khorassan, Honssein Boushrevych, 
a man of strong, decided character, and studious, like his master, 
from his childhood. He had comcTrom his distant home to see and 
hear for himself the great teacher; had cautiously and slowly weighed 
all his arguments; but, once convinced, had thrown himself into the 
cause with utter, unreserved ^efotion. 

The second of the missionaries was Hadgy Mohammed Ali, of 
Balfourousli; a man as learned, as devoted, as zealous as the first, 
and held in profound veneration as a saint of the first order. 

The third is, next to the young leader himself, the most striking 
and interesting figure in this story: a woman, young, beautiful, 
gifted, learned; full of an ardour as unquenchable, a courage as 
indomitable as tliat of her master; a woman who, had she been 
born in Europe, would have ranked with our most honoured heroines 
of this or of any age. 

This Eastern heroine’ was born into a priestly family of high 
position in the town of Kazwyn. She received from her parents a 
name given by many a father and mother, in spirit, if not literally, 
to a baby daughter, Crown of Clold, From her earliest years the 
little Croldcn Crown proved no common child. Naturally gifted 
with mental powers of a very high order, slie had in her own fami’y 
the best possible opportunity for cultivating them; and she used it 
to the utmost; pursuing, eagerly and successfully, paths of know¬ 
ledge not very commonly trodden by Avomen of any country. Her 
father, a distinguished lawyer; her uncle, the Icadii4g man of the city ; 
and her cousin, Moulla Mohammed—all men eminent in learning— 
delighted in discussing abstruse questions outpoints of theology, 
philosophy, or law; and Golden Crown, while still very young, was able 
to sustain her part in such (Kscussions Avith a wonderful power and 
acuteness. She Avas not only the pride and delight of her own family; 
not only the special pride and dcliglit of the young Moulla MoTiam- 
racd, to whom she was early married; but the whole city Avaa proud 
of its Golden Crown; and only wondered whether to praise most her 
surpassing beauty, her lovely character, or her wonderful mental 
gifts. 

It was natural that, Avhen the fame of the Biib began to spread 
abroad, the new religion should be discussed with interest in this 
family. His wise and liberal views as to the social position and 
well-being of women at once commended themselves to the 
enlightened mind as well as to the womanly heart of Golden Crown. 
She opened communications with the new teacher, and very speedily 
l)ecame a thorough convert. But a nature like hers could not rest 
in mere beliefs. She felt constrained to communicate what she 
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kuew; and ere long she was seen in public places^ expounding, to 
ever-increasing and admiring crowds^ the new doctrine, and giving 
to tlic views of the leader a more emphatic sanction than any argu¬ 
ments could have conveyed, by herself appearing unveiled. It was 
well fur the cause of the B^b that it was such a face that was 
the first to iUustrate his theory. Converts multiplied in Kazwyn 
day by day. 

But, alas! for the pride of her .house. Words fail to tell the 
horror and dismay with which father, husband, and uncle beheld 
this practical outcome of what had probably appeared to them harm¬ 
less and interesting speculations. To them their Golden Crown was 
tarnished indeed, and had brought irretrievable disgrace on herself 
and on them. But in vain they spent themselves in entreaties, in 
remonstrances—even in threats. The young proselyte remained 
unshaken. How, indeed, could she draw back ? Yoi she was now 
numbered among the mysterious 19—herself a part of the embodied 
revelation. She had received a new name, Gourret-ul-Ain, the 
Consolation-of-the-Eyes, and with it full • powers to act as an ac¬ 
credited apostle of the new faith. It was no lougcr a matter of 
choice with her. As the Sent of God she must fulfil her mission, 
though in doing so she should wrench asunder the strongest and 
tendcrest tics. She put an end to the conflict by bidding a final 
farewell tc her family, and giving herself entirely to her sacred 
work. 

Of course. Golden Crown was led away by her enthusiasm. No 
doubt it was a mistake for a young wife in the nineteenth century 
to make. Let those blame her, who, with more enlightened under¬ 
standing of the saying, '' lie that loveth father and mother more 
than me is not wortliy of mc,'^ act as heartily according to its 
spirit. 

While the Bdb, then, remained in a«manuer quiescent in his house 
at Shiraz, these three missionaries were spreading his principles far 
and wide through the empire. Moulla Housscin began his campaign 
at Ispahan; where he speedily succeeded, pven beyond his hopes. 
Next, at Kashau, crowds flocked to hear, and many disciples were 
made. From Kashau, following the orders of his master, he went 
to Teheran. But in the capital it was necessary to go to work more 
cautiously. He made no attempt to preach in public, but his days 
were occupied, from morning to night, in holding confidential inter¬ 
views. Among the many whose curiosity was awakened were the 
king himself, Mohammed Shah, and his prime minisier, Hadji 
Mirza Aghassy. This strange pair demand a word of notice. 

The king, naturally gentle and somewhat feeble in character, and 
suffering constantly from wretched health since his childhood, was 
habitually tolerant of all mamier of disorders—not of set purpose, 
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but from utter lack of energy or interest. With spirits depressed 
by his almost incessant suffering, yet with a craving for love and 
sympathy, he found what met the need of his clinging and feeble 
nature ip Mirza Aghassy. His*tutor in childhood, then his familiar 
fricud and counsellor, pud in process of time his Priipe Minister, 
this man bad become, in plain fact,*his god. For Mohammed Shah's 
religious views were of a very loose and easy kind. • He believed 
that Divinity with all its powers was embodied* in the Sages ; and as 
Agh^sy w'as the greatest o^ all the sages, how could he but be god ? 
It seems doubtful whether the Hadji himself did not share this 
belief of his patron. But surely never was there a stranger god 
than Mirza Aghassy. For the most outstanding feature of his 
character—the ruling principle of his life—was his habit of turning 
everything into a joke. He made jokes at liis own expense; he 
invariably used mocking epithets in speaking of his children and 
friends ; and it was tins persistent habit of refusing to take anything 
seriously—this easy-going tolerance of and indifference to all shades 
of opinion, religious or political, that determined the character of his 
administration, and formed a more serious obstacle in the way of the 
Babist apostle than declared opposition could have done. 

Moulla Houssein brought a message of the utmost submission 
from the Bfib. His sincere desire, he said, was to add strength and 
glory to the throne. He represented that public opinion had already 
declared in favour of the new doctrine, and how desirable it was to 
support views in accord with those of .most enlightened nations. He 
reminded tlie king how tlic greatest of his predecessors had laboured 
to found a religion which should unite within its liberal pale 
Mussulmau, Jew, and Christian. Just such a rcljgiou was thatpro- 
posed by the Bab; and the king had only to place himself at the 
licad of the new movement to be crowned with the immortal glory 
which former monarchs had sought in vain. 

But the argument that, with men of another stamp, might have 
been most effective, proved the very death-blow to the apostle's 
hopes of success when presented to Mohammed Shah and his Minister; 
for the promised glory was not to be gained without exertion, and 
exertion was a price too great for any object on earth or in heaven. 
Without argument or explanation, the ease-loving pair washed their 
hands of the whole matter, and Houssein was ordered to be gone at 
once from the capital. 

The two other missionaries had meanwhile been no less diligent; 
Balfouroushy.in Iiis own native northern province, the MazcnderUn, 
and Gourret-dl-Ain in the region round her home in the West. 
It was agreed, therefore, that Houssein should now betake himself 
to the eastern province of Khorassp. From this point a mere out¬ 
line of his movements must suffice. At the important city of 
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Kishapoor lie gained two great raen; but at Meshed, the holy city 
of that region, the clergy met him with welhorganized opposition. 

Keturning to Nishapoor, he gathered round him a band of the 
faithful, and took up arms to be in ^readiness for the worst. In one 
town after another he gained powerful allies, lie could not be said 
to seek a conflict, but in the state to which feeling on both sides w'as 
wrought, a conflict was inevitable. The orthodox, provoked beyoud 
endurance by the insulting language of the zealous converts, struck 
the first blow. J3ut just when this ^poiut was reached, tidings 
arrived that suddenly gave a new turn to the whole state of afrairs. 
Mohammed Shah was dead. 

In Persia the death of a king seems to be the signal for a state 
of mild anarchy, during which all laws are suspended, and every man 
does w’hat is right in his own eyes. No one had any thought to 
bestow on Ilousscin or his doings. He therefore judged it his wisest 
course to join his fcllow-apostic in tlic Mazendcrfin, where the cause 
had already made great progress. Tlierc he found not only 
ilalfouroushy, but Gourret-ul-Aiu also. Calumny and persecution 
had been too much for her. She had fled from Kazwyn, and had 
for many months been in hiding in the forests of this wild country. 
With a crowd of enthusiastic adherents she joined the other llfibist 
leaders. 

The three hands encamped together; many strangers gathered 
round to see what this new thing might be. And the Consolulion- 
of-tlie-]’]ycs harangued the multitude; the beautiful, ujivcilcd face 
meeting their wondering gaze without boldness, but without shrinking, 
because entirely without self-consciousness. Her fervid oratory, 
horn of her own ^intense conviction, told on her 'audience with 
extraordinary i)owor. They wept, as only Orientals can; they gave 
themselves up to raptures of emotion, and vowed, on the spot, 
unqualified devotion to the cause and to her. 

And now Houssein planned and carried out a work which only 
the special circumstances of the time would have given him 
opportunity to accomplish undisturbed. 

Every dignitary, great and small, was hast'jaing to the capital to 
seek favour with the new powers. Houssein and his coadjutor 
selected a strong position among the mountain forests—a spot 
sacred to a certain Sheykh Tebersy; their eager followers worked 
with hand and hcai’t, and almost with the speed of magic there arose 
a fortress in the desert to be the centre of their further operations. 
And here two thousand BAbys, including wives and children, took 
up their position to await what might be the course of events. 

IVora this point in their history a marked change took place in 
the character of the teaching of the BAbist apostles. Hitherto it 
had been chiefly, if not solely, religious; now it became distinctly 
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political. The B4b, they said, ahonld be without doubt, withiu a 
year, master of the world; and then, for his enemies, resistance or 
flight should be alike vain; while all his faithful followers should be 
amply rewarded with honours ahd delights suited to the tastes and 
capacities of each. Thej discovered in each of their leading men 
some mysterious resemblance to a former Imam or martyr or saint, 
marking him out as his successor, or, in a manner, •his very self, 
returned' to earth in a higher development; to whom, therefore, they 
gave his name, with all his^ honours and the hope of still higher. 
The common soldier, for whom such rewards were too costly, was 
assured that, dying in battle for the truth, not only was Paradise 
secure to him, but that, iu the meantime, he should return to life 
after forty days to bear rule over some part of the conquered world. 
It is only fair to the BAb to say that there is nothing in his writings 
to sauctiou such teaching. But his apostles used the means which 
seemed to them best fitted to win the popular mind ; and he, if he 
was aware of it, did not forbid them. And the cause daily gained 
favour. The whole ijrovincc was stirred. Crowds.flocked to Castle 
Tebersy from far and near; whole families pitched their tents or 
spread their carpets on the little plain in front of the fortress, 
hanging on every word of the two leaders, as if they were very 
gods. 

But this state of things could not last. With the young king a 
new order liad come in. The old Prime Minister, with his cynical 
jokes and liis easy indifference, had fled before the new power; and 
his successor, Mirza-Taghy-Khnu, at once made it plain that he did 
not mean to be trifled with. lie gave strict orders to the grandees 
of the Mazcndcran to make an end at once with.thc BAbys. Easy 
to command, and easy also to promise; as the chiefs promptly did. 
But less easy, as they speedily found, to carry ©ut their orders. 

The first to make the attempt was Aga Abdoullah, who, after a 
day spent in useless firing against the fortress, was slain, and his band 
utterly routed. 

The rage of the Prime Minister at this failure, and ^at the fear 
that was paralyzing further efforts, knew no bounds, lie despatched 
Prince Mehdy-Kouly-Mirza witli Tull powers and new commands to 
make an end at once. Kouly-Mirza had all the will in the world to 
do so. Arrived in the MazenderAn, he summoned from the far north 
Abbas-Kouly-Khan, with a great swarm of wild Kurds, and with 
these joined to his own forces, took his way to Castlo Tebersy. But 
an enemy on whom he had not counted lay in his path. In that 
broken, mountainous region, one passes, in a journey of a few hours, 
from sunny plains, where the orange and the pomegranate ripen, to 
barren slopes and frowning rocks and eternal snows. While toiling 
through the wild mountain deflles, the army was suddenly wrapped 
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iu a dense fog, that quickly gave place to a hurricane of blinding 
snow. The wearied general found himself at night, with a large part 
of Ills regular army, in the village of Daskes, where, with sentinels 
duly placed, he gladly lay down to fest. 

And now Housseiu, with a resolute band of 300, steals forth from 
his fastness. The village is quickly and quietly occupied, and the 
3(X) fall with^ wild shouts on the slumbering foe. A fierce, savage 
massacre follov'cd, in which two princes of the blood and many 
other leaders fell. But the darkness, which hindered defence, 
favoured flight, and many escaped—among thcm,Kouly-Mirza himself. 
In the early morning, the victorious Bfibys, wearied with slaughter 
and laden with immense booty, returned in triumph to their castle, 
inspiring such terror that a band of 600 men, who had only heard 
of the conflict of the night, fled at the news of their approach. 
The truth was, that the idea was more and more gaining ground 
that Houssein was q prophet, to fight against whom was to contend 
with God. 

Many of the scattered forces quickly gathered again round their 
chief; but for a time Kouly-Mirza made no effort to renew tlie 
attack. The sight of his fear spread consternation and panic every¬ 
where. But the wrath of the terrible Prime Minister was even 
more to he dreaded than tlie valour of the B&bys; so the poor, per¬ 
plexed general summoned fresh troops—not too readily obtained. 
Again the Kurd chief came to his aid, even sending him a message 
to give himself no further trouble, as he and his followers would 
speedily reduce the rebel fortress. The besieged now appear struck 
with terror. They even send out a messenger to propose terms. 
Several days are thus spent in useless talk. Then, once more, a sally 
iu the dead of night, the enemy’s tents fired, and a scene of wild 
carnage. A resolute little band, pushed to the very extremity of 
their encampment, hold their ground there. “ Do you see,” says 
one to his comrade, pointing where tho flames light up the fiercest 
conflict, “do you sec yonder man in the green turban? Aim at 
liini; ” and die suits the action to the word. Too fatal example, and 
too surely followed ! The first shot enters M;)ulla Houssein's breast; 
he receives the second iu his side. Calmly he continues his directions; 
conducts skilfully the return to the castle through fierce opposing 
bauds, and then drops exhausted from his horse. 

Housseiu died exhorting Lis followers to unshaken fidelity to his 
Sublime Highness the B^lb, and bidding them not be discouraged by 
his death, seeing that, in one form or another, he should certainly 
return in a very few days to their aid. But neither resolution nor hope 
could compensate the garrison for the loss of such a leader. 

About a hundred Bflbys had fallen in this encounter. With 
largely augmented forces, and with cannon brought from Teheran, 
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Prince Kouly-Mirza resumed the siege of the devoted fortress; and 
still the brave, devoted little band held ’ on. At the end of four 
months the wrath of the king and his ministers burst forth in terrible 
threatenings. The commancf was taken from Kouly-Mirza and 
given to Souleymnn-Khan, a stern man, honoured and feared through¬ 
out the army, who, with still added forces, at once prepared for a 
Jinal attack. And now the end could not be doubtfiil; for famine 
also had begun its deadly .work in the little community; and some, 
who had faced sword and cknnon undaunted, yielded before this 
more terrible foe. One little band of deserters made their way 
through tiic sleeping camp, and took their various ways to their homes. 
Another, less fortunate, were cut to pieces, partly by the enemy, and 
partly by their indignant comrades, who discovered their treachery. 

The famishing survivors had eaten every blade of grass to be found 
in their enclosure—they had stripped the trees of their bark—they 
had even boiled their sword-belts and sheaths. And now—most 
pathetic evidence botli of their honest faith and of their extremity— 
the leaders held a council of war to consider if their distress would 
justify them in unburying and eating llousscin^s horse, which, killed 
in the same night with liis rider, bad been buried yith almost equal 
reverence. The proposal was sorrowfully agreed to, and the loathsome 
food eagerly consumed to the last morsel. 

Still one attack after another was repulsed with ardour so un¬ 
quenchable that many of the assailants regarded the Bdbys with a 
superstitious dread, as more than mere men; and one at least among 
them began to aim at the leaders with gold coins, as the only means 
of reaching their charmed lives. 

At last the battered wall could hold out «iio longer. A fatal 
breach was made—trees and planks were thrown across the trench, 
and besiegers and besieged grappled in deadly strife, savage yells of 
rage and hate adding to tlic horror and confusion of the darkness— 
dead and living together* from among the swaying, writhing mass, 
dropping in promiscuous ruin into the ditch below, and forming a 
ghastly bridge, across which swarmed ever fresh troops of assailants, 
more and yet more. The heroic little band, seeing their cause hope¬ 
lessly lost, offered to capitulate, and were promised their lives on 
condition of laying down their arms and quitting their fortress. 
Amidst the curious, wondcrhig looks of the soldiers, the emaciated 
remnant passed out, 214 out of the original 2,000 or more; among them 
some women, wasted to scarcely living skeletons, and children with 
no semblance of human babes but in their helplessness. The victors 
provided them with tents and food—all manner of kindly attentions 
were shown them—and then, next day, they were seized, men, 
women, and children, and slaughtered in cold blood, with unspeakable 
barbarities. 
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So the Priocc Mehdy-Kouly-Mirza regained his loftt baggage, and 
the cause of the Ejlb was crushed, externally at least, in the 
MazcndcrAn. 4 * 

It was very far from being so elsewhere. -The province of 
Khorassan was full of the new doctrine. It had taken deep root in 
many important towns; at Ispahan, at Kashan, fit Kazwyn and at 
Shiraz among others; and while the war in the Mazendcran was 
still in progress, the evil broke out in' a still more alarming form in 
the town of Zendjfm, in the province of Khamsch. The leader in 
this case was another Mohammed Ali, a Moulla in high position, who 
found himself at the head of 15,000 men from all ranks of society. 

It is needless to enter into details of wliat would be substantially 
the same story as that of the struggle in the Mazcuderiln. On the 
part of the B&bys there was the same absolute faith and fiery zeal 
and indomitable courage; men of all ranks—Ahmed the comb- 
maker, and Nedjef-Kouly the smith, and Abdoullah the baker, 
fighting in a way to put trained soldiers to shame. On the part of 
their assailants there was the same half-superstitious feeling regarding 
them; terror on the one side and religious frenzy on the other exciting 
the passions of^botli to the fiercest pitch, and inciting to acts of 
ferocious cruelty. There was the same story of repeated attacks 
heroically repulsed—of the alarm and rage at court—of the con¬ 
tinual arrival.of more and yet more royal troops; till the crushing, 
overwhelming preponderance of numbers made the end inevitable. 

Mohammed Ali was dead, and many a brave leader besides. Those 
who remained, receiving written and sealed promises of life and 
liberty, laid down their arms. The promises were kept as they had 
been kept at Fori Tebersy. The mass of the prisoners were 
butchered by order of the commanders who had signed the promise; 
two of the chiefs were blown from the mouth of a cannon (an 
operation which, our author remarks in passing, has not been quite 
unknown in Jlrithh warfare), and others were reserved to grace the 
triumph in Teheran. Three of them, the most distinguished, were 
condemned by the Prime Minister, Mirza Tagby, to die by having 
their veins opened. They received the sentence unmoved, but 
solemnly warned their judge that the breach of faith towards them 
and their companions was a crime that God would not be content to 
punish by any common visitation; thal*He would mark out the per¬ 
secutor of His saints by a solemn and signal retribution; and that, 
therefore, as he had done to them, so should it very shortly be done 
to him. The prophecy might possibly enough be one of those which 
tend to w'ork out their own fulfilment. However that may be, the 
fact remains, that uo long time afterwards, in 1852, the Prime Minister 
did perish in this very manner by command of the king. 

Though the risings in the Mazcnder&u and at Zendjdu had thus 
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been crushed, the king and his Minister were by no means satisfied 
that all danger was past. They felt that a hidden fire was smouldering 
througlioiit the provinces, which might at any moment burst forth 
with ruinous effect. For there were Bflbys everywhere, though 
unseen; and while it seems to be the manner of Asiatics to suffer all 
kinds of merely political abuses with fatalistic apathy, it is very 
different when a strong religious conviction comes int# play. And 
such a conviction was now in full force, for the faith and the prin¬ 
ciples of the Biibys were quite* untouched by the reverses of their 
brethren. Bather, they were stirred to emulate their heroism, and 
to long to share with them the glory of martyrdom. 

Mirza Taghy, therefore, concluded that, in order to secure a 
thorough end of the evil, he must strike at its root; the BAb must 
be disposed of, and then the cause would die of itself. 

We left the Bab a sort of prisoner on parole in his own house at 
Shiraz, surrounded by admiring friends, and daily making new 
converts. But when the Court became alarmed by the rising in the 
Mazendcrau, he was arrested and removed to the fortress of Tjehrjg, 
still, however, without being subjected to any severe restraint. Here 
ho remained for about a year and a half, filling up his days with 
prayer and writing and study, often referring to his death as an event 
probably near, and of which the prospect was not unwelcome. And 
here, as elsewhere, few who came into pcrsoual contact with him were 
able to withstand the winning charm of his manners and appearance, 
and the persuasive eloquence of his words. 

When Mirza Taghy liad decided on making an end of the BAb, 
and by that means an end of his iullucncc and of his sect, it 
occurred to him that the mere fact .of his death would hardly be 
likely to produce such results. For, secluded in his prison, unseen 
and unheard, the BAb was surrounded iu thb imagination of his 
disciples with a halo of sanctity, of suffering—above all, of mystery, 
to which his death, even if *1110 fact were believed, would only add 
the glory of martyrdom. But if he could be exhibited os a moral 
ruin—if he were seen in city after city, not only in chaihs, insulted, 
humiliated, but put to shameful defeat iu public discussion by the 
moullas—in craven fear retracting all his heresies and abjectly 
plea^ig for the mercy that should certainly be denied him,—then the 
charm would be broken ; people would sec what a delusion they had 
followed, and things would at once return to their ordinary and quiet 
course. For the Prime Minister Lad never seen the young reformer. 
He believed him to be a vulgar impostor; too ignorant to have 
planned the measures taken by his three apostles, too cowardly to 
have carried them out, and owing all his power to the fact that the 
mass of his disciples did not know him. But a very little inquiry 
showed Mirza Taghy that this plan, ingenious enough had he had 
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suitable material to work on, would not do iu this case; that the 
lliib was niucii more likely to confound his antagonists in argument 
than to be confounded by them; and that, instead of being demoralized 
aud broken down, he might show himself serenely superior to cir> 
cumstanecs, good or evil, and so mightily confirm the faith and 
iicightcn the enthusiasm of his disciples, as well as add largely to 
tlieir numberf. The risk was too great. The dangerous prisoner 
was therefore removed, closely guarded, to the citadel of Tabreez. 
\Vith him were brought two of his disciples who had before begged 
to share his Imprisonment. One was the Seyd Housscin, the other, 
named like his master, Mohammed Ali, belonged to a very rich and 
influential family of Tabreez. The governor in charge, Prince 
Hamzc Mirza, by the instructions of the Prime Minister, who could 
not quite give up his first idea, summoned the moullas to meet and 
confound the heretic. But the moullas wisely declined the meeting. 
Then the prince himself and three other high dignitaries essayed the 
task. But after a vehement discussion, in which even Mussulman 
writers admit that the royal oilicials were far from having cause to ho 
proud of their part, Ilamze Mirza abruptly closed the scene by using 
the one conclusive argument iu his power. lie announced to the 
young prophet that he must die. 

It signified nothing to the Prime Minister or to Ilamze Mirza 
that such a sentence was, according to all precedent, utterly unjust. 
The Koriln docs, indeed, doom lieretics to death. Hut the secular 
powers had always refused to interfere with religious beliefs. They 
had, on this principle, protected the Bhb himself for several years. 
Hut now the Minister regarded him as a cause of danger to the 
State. Not the slightest proof existed that he had either instigated 
or sanctioned the doings of his three apostles. But in Oriental 
law, miglit is right; so the sentence was passed. 

It was just about to he executed iu the rough and ready way 
usual in Eastern courts—the victim scfzcd, thrown on the ground, 
and his throat cut with two strokes of a twopenny knife—when the 
hand of the *exccUtioncr was arrested. It was suggested to Hamze 
Mirza, that if the Bfih were thus privately put to death, a great 
proportion of the public would refuse to believe that he was dead, 
and so the excitement would he worse than ever. He was the||forc 
remanded till the next day, that the thing might he done in such a 
way as should leave no room for doubt. 

At early morning the three prisoners, heavily ironed, were 
marched out* of the citadel, and dragged thrbugh the streets and 
market-places of the city, that all who chose might see and recognize 
them; the soldiers loading them with abuse aud blows. The ways 
were thronged with curious, eager crowds, among whom were many 
Bfibys, and many all-hut converts, who would gladly have stirred 
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tlie popular feeling to a rising in defence of the prophet; and many 
of the more respectable classes^ who turned away in disgust or sad¬ 
ness from the scene of outrage. . But the triumphant hfoslems knew 
tlicy were masters for the day, and the mob, ever ready to be swayed 
by externals, joined in the bowlings of abuse, and pressed in eagerly 
to strike the martvrs on the face. 

When this had gone on for many weary hours, the tiaptives were 
led to the houses of three of the chief clergy, or moudjteheds, in 
succession. By each of these Ae Bilb was questioned with mockeVy 
and scorn ; by each he was formally adjudged to be worthy of death; 
and his enemies assert that in their presence he not only retracted 
all that he had taught, but abjectly besought mercy: an assertion 
whioh, in view of all the rest of his conduct, is hardly credible. And 
from house to house the surging, roaring crowd followed; giving 
veut to their wild frenzy in insulting cries and brutal outrage. 

The account of this closing day iu the Bilb's history almost 
irresistibly recalls a similar day in a more sacred story. The mock 
trial—the outburst of blind, popular fury, stirred up by a jealous 
and vindictive priesthood—the cruel mockings and insult—even to 
the still more cruel and bitter pang of being deserted and denied 
i]i liis darkest hour by his loved and trusted friend. Tor, on leaving 
the house of the third moudjtehcd, one of the prisoners, Seyd 
llousscin, staggering like a drunken man, spent and half-dead with 
suffering, dropped on the ground, declared that he could bear no 
more, and with bitter tears cried for pardon. Tlic tormentors 
roughly raised him, and set him face to face with, his master. 
“ Will you curse him ?" they said, “ and you shall be pardoned." 
Jloussciii did so. “ Now spit iu his face, and you shall go free ! " 
Again Housscin obeyed. They struck off his irons, and left him 
lying in the street. He watched the procession out of sight, and 
then, with what strength remained to him, escaped towards Teheran. 

Delighted with this unexpected ^uceess, the officers hoped they 
might iuducc the other disciple to follow Housscin’s example. He 
was young, rich, and had everything to make life desirable. They 
brought out to him his young wife and his little children, for whom 
his heart and eyes had hungered long. They hung about him, and 
wrung his heart with their tears and entreaties; but iu vain. He was 
made of stenier stuff than Seyd Honssein. “ I ask of you only one 
favour," he said to the officers; “ that you will let me die before 
my master.” 

And now the long, dreadful day was near its close. Officers, 
soldiers, servants, spent with fatigue, could do no more. Just as 
the sun was setting, the two prisoners were let down from the top¬ 
most rampart of the lofty citadel by ropes passed under their arms, 
and there remained suspended at several feet from the ground, in full 
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view of the assembled thousands. Then the command was given to 
fire. Master,” the voice of Mohammed-Ali^ the disciple, was 
heard to say, ” are you satisfied witlj me ? ” The discharge of fire- 
anus drowned the reply. The devoted disciple had his wish—that 
was his last moment. But the shot aimed ut the B/ib only cut the 
rope by which lie was suspended, and he dropped unwounded to the 
ground. A few moments of terrible suspense followed; moments 
on which probably hung the fate of the reigning dynasty. For it is 
universally agreed, even by orthodox Mahometans, that had the B4b, 
at that moment, while the multitude stood awe-struck by the seeming 
miracle, thrown himself on their sympathies, not a hand would have 
been raised against him, and the great mass of the population would 
have risen in his cause. And this in Tabreez, the second capital, 
and the most populous city of the empire, would have been a very 
different affair from any former rising. But, utterly exhausted in 
body and mind with the long agony of the day, bewildered, stupefied, 
with the instinct of a hunted creature to seek a covert, he turned, 
liardly knowing what he did, into the nearest building. It was a 
guard-house. A captain of infantry followed and struck down the 
unresisting victim with his sabre, and his soldiers, cautiously following, 
made the work sure with their muskets. 

Thus, in eight years, Mirza-Ali-Mohammcd had run his short and 
brilliant career. He had now just reached his twenty-seventh 
year. 

The shattered corpse was dragged for several successive days 
through the streets, and then flung outside the walls to the dogs. 
And now the Prime Minister could sleep in peace, and trusted that 
peace, universal and profound, W'ould at once settle on the nation. 
Never was hope more delusive. The Minister's own act in ordering 
the death of tlic Bfib liad put peace out of the question. When the 
young prophet began his reforms he had shown no desire to give any 
political bearing to his teaching. He h'ad quietly submitted to the 
command imposing silence on him. But now his followers founded 
their policy of defence on the universally acknowledged theory that, 
whatever might be the actual ruling power, the Scyds—that is, the 
family of Ali—alone were legitimate sovereigns. The B&b was, by 
both lines of descent, a Seyd. And besides this claim, which might 
he disputed with him by many others, he was also the Bhb, and there¬ 
fore the one man in Persia to whom, in their view, the throne of 
right belonged. Not that they had any desire to press this point. 
Had the State given a kindly recognition to the new religion, it 
might either have died out, or more probably have become, in the 
course of years, just one more form of belief among the many. 
But this judicial murder of their leader stung the Bfibys to the last 
point of exasperation, and severed the last bond of their allegiance 
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to the reigning house. The Kadjar dynasty were kings only on 
sufferance; and now that Ndreddin Shah had intermeddled with 
matters which Asia prohibits her princes from touching, his subjects 
were no longer bound to keep ftrith with him. 

The indignant chiefs gathered from all the provinces, and held a 
council in Teheran. There they recognized by certain signs the 
divinely indicated successor to the spirit and power, and therefore 
to the office, of their slain leader. The new Bftb was Slirza-Yahya, 
a youth of noble family. His pother liad died at bis birth, and he 
was brouglit up by a lady* whose husband was a leading BAby, 
named Djcnfib-Bcha, The precious Excellence.” He was at this 
time only sixteen, but already possessed of au extraordinary amount 
of loiirning, and, to judge by results, not ill-qualified, young as ho 
was, for the difficult post he Avas called to occupy. Immediately 
after his election he left the capital, where it Avould have been unsafe 
for him to stay. lie went from town to town, exhorting his 
adherents to apply themselves closely to the study of religion and 
to practical duties; and he prohibited utterly, for the time being, the 
use of carnal weapons; saying that the time for insurrection, if it 
should ever come, was certainly not yet. At length the search for 
the youthful leader became so keen that he passed beyond tbc 
boundaries of Persia, and established himself at Bagdad. Here, 
besides being safe from' the pursuit of his enemy, he had the 
advantage of being able to sec and conA'ersc with the multitudes of 
Persian pilgrims Avho annually pass through the city. 

About a year after tbc death of the Bdb, the king was spending 
the summer in his country palace at Niaveran, a lovely village on 
the lower slopes of the Elburz, a few miles from the capital. One 
morning, while out on horseback, he Avas suddenly assailed by three 
men, Avho all at once discharged pistols. Bqt the king received 
only a very slight Avound: one of the assailants was nt oucc struck 
doA^m, and the other two seepred and bound. They at once proudly 
avowed themselves BAbys. Measures were taken accordingly. The 
governor of the city was ordered at once to close au^ Avatch the 
gates, and then quietly to arrest all suspected of Babism. On this 
special evening a considerable company Avere met in the house of a 
rich and influential citizen. The whole party were arrested; among 
them several women and children. But after this first evening, 
though the BAbys were known to be many, no more arrests were 
made. The suspected were on their guard, and as their chief had 
prohibited insurrection, they made no sign. 

Among the prisoners was the beautiful Consolation-of-the-Eyes. 
On the outbreak of the troubles in the Mazenderan, when her 
fellow-apostles had shut themselves up in Castle Tebersy, she had 
travelled through many towns, exerting a powerful influence wherever 
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she went. Then she had disappeared from public view^ and was 
supposed to be secretly at work in the capital. She was too 
distinguished a prisoner to be treated like the common crowd. 
Mahmoud KhaUj the chief of police^ had taken her to his own house, 
and placed her under the kind care of his wife. Irresistibly charmed, 
like all who approached her, by her marvellous beauty and her 
eloquent words, and filled with respect and admiration for her noble 
character, they used every means in their power to make her 
captivity as little irksome as possibly; wondering the while at the 
buoyant cheerfulness that made their efiorts almost superduous. 

The rest of the prisoners, numbering about forty, were taken out 
to Niaveran. The two first arrested had been questioned with the 
most ingenious refinements of torture, in order that they might 
betray the names of supposed accomplices; but in vain. Their 
defence was singular. They declared that they were not responsible 
to the king and his court; that they had no accomplices, but had 
simply acted in obedience to the command of their chiefs, who were 
not in Persia, but whose sacred authority jnstified any act which 
they might command; that, in any case, the man whose hands were 
stained with the blood of so many martyrs, and above all w'ith that 
of his Sublime Highness the llfib himself, must have amply merited 
death; but that they had no personal enmity to the king : on the 
contrary, he had shown them kindness, and they were grateful; 
but they could only obey orders; and, finally, that they could say 
nothing different though they should be tortured till the Day .of 
Judgment. 

llaffled in this direction, the judges turned hopefully to the other 
prisoners. Here were women, and even children, from whom torture 
or the mere fear of it would draw everything. Equally in vain. 
This strange new rcljgion made fragile women and timid children 
inflexible as iron. They gloried in their faith; they would die for it 
with joy; but they had nothing to tell qf any but themselves. The 
situation thus became, in the eyes of the judges, very serious. Here, 
in their po^'cr, were forty mute captives, but who could tell how 
many shared their faith—and where ? In cities, in the country, 
in the army, in the very court itself, perhaps. Who could tell where, 
or how soon, or how universally, a conflagration might break out ? 
Distrust and suspicion were everywhere. Each man in power felt as 
if walking on a smouldering volcano; each feared his nearest neigh¬ 
bour and friend. 

In these circumstances it was felt that the wisest course would be 
a policy of conciliation. If the dangerous class was so numerous, it 
would be most unwise to provoke them to insurrection. The Ministers 
therefore decided that no further search should be made, and that 
though, of course, the prisoners already taken must either recant or 
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(licj as many of them as should simply deny the fact of their being 
Babya should be freed at once -without further question. 

The experiment was made first with Gh)urret-fil-Ain, as it was 
supposed her example would tell powerfully on the rest. Mahmoud 
Khan came cheerfully hqpic from NiavCran one momingj and told her 
he liad good news for her. ** You'are to be scut for to Niayeran/' 
said he. The question will be put^ Gourret-fil-Ain, arq you a Bdby ? 
You will simply answer, No. It is a mere formality. Everybody 
hnows you are one; but nothing more will be asked, and you will at 
once be free.” " You do not know the real news for td-inorrow,” 
said the Consolation-of-the-Eyes. It is far better for me than what 
you say. For to-morrow at noon, you yourself, my friend, will preside 
at my burning, and I shall thus have the hoqour of publicly witnessing 
for .God and for his Sublime Highness. And now, Mahmoud Khan, 
mark what 1 say; and let my death to-morrow be a sign to you that 
I speak truth. The master whom you serve will not reward you for 
your zeal. Ere long you will die a cruel death by his order. I 
entreat you, therefore, before that hour comes, as epme it will, to set 
your mind earnestly to search out and know the truth.” 

It may be said iu this case, as in that of the Zeudjiln martyrs, 
that under such a government it needed little insight to utter such a 
])rophccy. Be that as it may, the Bfihys and the orthodox alike 
universally relate it and believe in it; and some years later it became 
fact in the experience of poor Mahmoud Khan. 

And with the young prophetess herself, of coui’se, it also bcfel as 
she had said. She was taken on the following day to Niaveran, In 
the presence of the king and his counsellors, the officers of state, licr 
fellow-prisoners and a promiscuous crowd, the question was put iu'thc 
most respectful and conciliatory manner, and was met by an unquali¬ 
fied and c.xultant avowal of her faith. Thcro was therefore, in the 
view of her judges, no alternative. Regretfully the sentence was 
pronounced, and she was led* away to death. No lamentations were 
uttered, no tearful adieus spoken by her fellow-prisoners. They 
lieard with calm cheerfulness, as matters of course, both the avowal 
and the sentence; regarding the fact of either her death or their 
own as of too trifling significance to move them. Courrct-iil-Ain 
was teken back to Teheran, in the charge of her sorrowful friend, 
!Mahmoud Khan. They placed her on a pile of straw-matting; they 
covered the beautiful head with the long-ahandoncd veil; as a last act 
of mercy, they strangled her; then the lifeless body was reduced to 
ashes, and the ashes scattered to the winds. 

It is almost superfluous to say that the other prisoners were equally 
impracticable. Conspicuous among them was Seyd Houssein, the 
disciple who, on the fatal day at Tahreez, had denied and insulted bis 
master. On that day, when he had come to himself, he made his way 
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to Teheran. There he sought out the leading Babys, related to them 
the events of the day, and avowed his crime with such bitter, 
passionate repentance, that they received him back into favour. But 
pardon had not brought peace; he pa^ionately longed for martyrdom 
to seal his repentance; and now that his desire was 04 the point of 
fulfilment, was not merely calm,* like the others, biit triumphant. 
Many of the sQct, with whom Seyd Iloussein is held in great reVerence, 
maintain that his treason was only in seeming, and an act of obedience 
to the master; that being the BdVs socrctary, and carrying with him 
important papers, this was the only means of having them conveyed 
in safety to his friends. 

On this day a spectacle was witnessed in Teheran, the memory 
of which is not likely soon to fade from the minds of the people. 
A band of women and children, as well as men, their bodies bathed 
in blood from fresh, gaping wounds, in which were fixed bunches of 
blazing tow, were dragged with ropes through tlic streets and 
squares to the place of execution. Amid the awc>struck silence of 
the crowd they sang in joyful tones, “ Truly we belong to God ; we 
came from God, and are returning to Him.” Some of the little 
ones, less strong in body than in spirit, died on the progress. The 
corpses were thrown in the way of the procession, and parents and 
sisters walked on calmly. Arrived at the appointed place, the offer 
of life, on condition of abjuration, was once more made and rejected. 
It might have seemed that measures of intimidation were cxliausted; 
but it occurred to a soldier to try something new. If you do not 
yield,” he said to a father, will cut the throats of your two sons 
on your own breast.” At once the father sits down on the ground 
with outstretched ayms, and a hright-eyed little lad of fourteen, with 
blood-stained body and half-nharrcd flesh, but his face glowing with love 
and faith, throws himself on his breast, exclaiming, Father, I am 
the eldest, let me be first! ” What could persecution do with a 
people like this ? • 

At last the butchery was finished; and the calm summer night 
fell ou a hideous, mangled mass of bodies, to whicli the dogs were 
gathering in troops; while the heads were hung up in bundles to 
decay in the sight of the public. 

With this summer day in 1852 the public history of Bfibism ends. 
But our author is i)ersuaded that the result of that day^s events was 
a very large, though secret, accession of adherents to the cause. It 
is only reasonable and natural that it should be so. The spectators 
could not but feel that there was something in a cause that called 
forth such joyful faith—such eager devotion; and the impression 
made by the immovable constancy of the martyrs, by whom death 
was rather desired than feared, and on whom torture spent itself 
like waves against the rock, was profound and lasting. Whatever 
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may be tte errors and delusions of the system, it has* been true in 
respect to it, as to a purer and more enlightened faith, that the blood 
of the martyrs was the seed of.the Church. 

From that time the Ihlbys, in obedience to the command of their 
leader, Iiaye remained (fuict; not hesitating, when it seemed advisable, 
even to'dcny their faith; but there is no doubt that the spread of 
their doctrines has made, and is still making, stflady and rajnd 
progress. They write many books, which arc secretly circulated 
and eagerly read; and whtlc converts arc made among all classes, 
their views have taken the deepest hold among the educated and 
intelligent. Meanwhile, the rulers, taught by experience, continue 
Ibcir policy of toleration. They make no inquiry, lest they should 
hear too much; they arc determinedly ])lind to indications of 
indifference to the true faith; for when it is believed that many, 
even among the moullas, and the highest officers of State, and those 
nearest the person of tlie king, belong to the dreaded and mysterious 
community, it is felt to be the wisest and safest course not to know. 

Dr. Bruce, writing lately from Persia, gives the present number 
of the Bahya as 100,000; but while their policy is what has been 
indicated, how can they be anything like accurately numbered ? 

In finishing the account given by M. do Gobineau, one feels a 
curiosity as to two or three 'questions. Does !Mirza Yahya, the 
foster-son of Djcnab-Bcha, the successor to the Bilb, elected in 1852, 
still live? Docs he still reside and make converts at Bagdad? And 
docs this Egyptian Mahdi, who is giving Europe so much trouble, 
give himself out as the last and crowning Kevclatioii in this line ? 
Or has he no couucctiou whatever with Persia and the I3ilb r 

Mahy F. Wilson. 



THE PRESENT AND FUTURE OF FRIENDLY 

SOCIETIES. 


I T will hardly he denied by those who are acquainted with the 
subject that a crisis has arrived in the history of British 
Friendly Societies. The Legislature began to notice these efforts of 
the working classes to insure themselves against some of the ills of 
life as far back as the close of the kst century, and from time to 
time produced laws which it was in each case fondly hoped would 
prove effective to render the societies solid and safe. This course 
of legislation culminated in the Act of 1875^ known as that of Sir 
Stafford Northcote. This measure followed strictly the lines on 
which all previous legislation on the subject had proceeded. The 
principle of compulsion w as practically left on one side. Societies 
were free to register themselves or not as they chose; any rules 
might be adopted; aiijr scale of benefit promised, any scale of con¬ 
tribution required. The advantages bestowed were the usual ones 
of power to prosecute defaulting officers, and remissions of stamp 
duties. The duties imposed were the necessity of sending in to the 
llcgistrar of 'Friendly Societies, for publication, annual returns of the 
transactions of the societies, and quinquennial returns of the present 
value of their assets and liabilities. 

' The assumption on which this Act, and indeed all previous legis¬ 
lation on the subject, was based, was that the mere knowledge of the 
condition of any society would be suflBcient to warn its members if 
its position should turn out to be unsatisfactory. The Legislature 
appears to have anticipated that, with this knowledge before them, 
the members of unsound clubs would proceed either to amend their 
position or to cOase to transact business. 

The Registrar moves slowly. The first quinquennial period ended 
with the close of 1880. A second quinquennial period is near com- 
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pletionj yet tTie details of the valuations up to the end of 1880 which 
have been sent in hare only recently been placed in the hands of 
the public. Now that we havp them, they are of inestimable value, 
for by their means we arc enabled for the first time in the history 
of the movement to form a reliable opinion as to the stability of the 
Friendly Societies of this country. * 

Deplorable as the position of many of them is, and* large as" is the 
deficiency which Is presented by the aggregate body of societies, I 
do not hesitate to express ihy opinion that there is not only no 
reason for despair with regard to the future, but every reason for 
hope. When a patient is seriously ill, those who watch by his bed* 
side arc sometimes apt to give up ,at Once the idea that recovery can 
take place. The wiser physician never yields to despair, as long as 
the heart continues to beat. In the case' before us wc have a most 
valuable life, which must be saved if any human remedy can be 
made available. But this is no occasion on which the minute doses 
of the homoeopath can be expected to be of use. The most heroic 
treatment, and even the free use of the surgeon^s knife, will alone 
avail to restore health to the suffering body. But a restoration to 
health is not only possible, but is certain, if only the right steps be 
taken to secure it. 

The Chief Registrar tells us that there are now 17,815 societies, 
exclusive of branches,* ivhich have registered themselves. It is im¬ 
possible to say how many unregistered societies arc in existence, but 
following the estimate of the Commissioners, who reported in 1874' 
that there were then 32,000 societies registered and unregistered, we 
might be perhaps justified in assuming that there may be as many 
as 10,000 unregistered societies now at work. J am disposed, how¬ 
ever, to believe that the increase in the number of registered societies 
marks a decrease iu those that are unregisteVed, and that there arc 
fewer of these now in existence. If this be so, it is a matter for 
sincere congratulation, for it is impossible to conceive a worse state’ 
of things than the continued irresponsible existence of a class of 
society which is much less likely to be prosperous than those which 
do not fear to face the light, of registration. It is the habit of 
writers on this subject to thrust the unregistered societies on one 
side as being unworthy of consideration. This is not just; they arc 
as much a part of our Friendly Society system as the others, and we 
must not ignore them. 

The first difficulty we have to account for is the fact that, whilst 
there are 17,815 registered societies, exclusive of registered branches, 

* Branches arc societies wliich are so incorporated with the central body, or with one 
another, as to form in some degree only one society; but as they are alroost entirely 
independent in pecuniary matters, they may l)e practically regarded as separate 
associations. There are 19,250 societies and branches. 



832 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


the total number of valuations presented to the Registrar-General 
for tljc drst quinquennial period was only 6,5Gr. In addition to 
tlicsc; 1,028 societies obtained forpial exemption from valuation, 
either as being juvenile clubs, or as collecting societies, or for some 
other valid reason. No fewer than 10,220, or 57'37 per cent, of the 
wliolc, liavc taken neither step. It is certain that manyi possibly 
even the larger number of these societies, are entitled on legal grounds 
to exemption, but it is nut a little painful to find that the Act of 
Parliament should be treated with tack contempt in this matter, 
even by those who are not actually infringing it. On the other 
hand, it is impossible not to come to the conclusion that the law, as 
it at present stands or is administered, is not efficient to compel 
registered societies to ascertain their position by competent valuation 
There must be many thousands of them whieh have not scut in any 
valuation, although they know that they are not exempt. The 
Registrar-General does not appear to allow this fact to weigh very 
heavily upon him. The notices of suspension given in 1882-3 were 
only 75; the actual cancellings of registry in the latter year were 
three. It would be interesting to know on what grounds these tliree 
peccant clubs were chosen out by the Registrar for punishment, 
whilst many thousands were left untouched. There is no reason to 
believe that the fact of the fall of their Tower of Siloam marked a 
special Providence when they were deprived of registration. Nor is 
the punishment probably very great in their eyes. They simply fall 
back into the vast class of unregistered societies, in wliich, wicked as 
Itlicy arc in the eyes of the great official who sits iu his office at 
AVestmiuster, they arc at rest, and arc untroubled by the constantly 
recurring need of«'makiug up annual accounts and quinquennial 
valuations. 

In an article on Friendly Societies, published nine years ago in 
this Review,^ 1 expressed the opinion that the inducements held out 
to societies in the first place to take the important step of registra¬ 
tion, and next to obey the rule of quinquennial registration, would 
prove to be ineffectual. I said :— 

“ Working-men will in the future, as they have in the past, continue to pin 
their faith to societies of which the statistics, if they could understand them, 
would prove tlieir utter want of stability. However sad may be the result of 
the annual audit or quinquennial valuation, the Government certificate of 
registration will remain, duly framed, suspended on the wall of the club-house. 
A very little skill on the part of sanguine and specious oflicials will serve to 
explain away the tem[>orary bad effect of an unfavourable report; and so the 
old story of misplaced confidence and certain ruin will be told again and again. 
There do not appear to be siifHcient grounds for assuming that publicity will 
suflice to meet existing abuses.” 


* January, 1877. 
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The reader is able to judge for himself to what extent I was justi¬ 
fied in using this language. 

The annual audit of the societies has been much more fully carried 
out than the quinquennial valuation. Yet much remains to be done 
even in this department.* The worst feature of the whole matter is 
the evident indifference felt by a number of societies as to the obli¬ 
gations placed upon them by registration. * 

The next step is to examine as fully as space permits the results 
of the valuations of the 6,S(>/ clubs which have sent in returns. 
Before doing so^ it is well to cautiou the reader that, as wc shall 
presently see, the process of valuation, as at present carried out, is 
very far from being a scientific operation, and that a very large allow¬ 
ance must be made for inaccuracies. * 

Taking all these societies together, the valuations show n net 
deficiency of tl-,2*0,1-31. That is to say, if they were wound up at 
the time of making the valuation, the above sum ought to be in 
hand, iu additiou to the funds actually in their possession. Now, 
the last-named amount is .t8,380,851; so that the* deficiency is over 
50 per cent, of the amount of the funds, or about G6 per cent, only 
of the sum re([uired for perfect solvency is in hand. The clubs 
which are iu defect are 5,030 in number, and their deficiency is 
.1:5,155,816 j those which have a surplus are 1,537 in number, and 
they possess .1:885,382 more than is required to meet all their 
liabilities. 

The first impulse of one who examines this question for the first 
time, and is unacquainted with the efforts that have been made, both 
by the Legislature and by the societies themselves, to set the move¬ 
ment on a solid basis, is no doubt to despair of fhoir future. Yet 
good grounds for a more cheerful state of mind will on further 
examination he found to abound. It is indecif disappointing to find 
that a German, Dr. Wilbclm Ilasbach, has carefully examined the 
subject,* and has come to conclusions favourable to State insurance 
for his own country. My contention, however, is, that on the whole 
there is every reason to believe iu the probability that onr children 
will see the Friendly Societies cf their day as securely established as 
ordinary Life Insurance Societies now are. 

In the first place, the energy and self-denial which have enabled 
the returning societies to accumulate so many millions sterling will 
also, when rightly directed, enable them to render their position 
{unsound, as it undoubtedly is, if regarded as a whole) eventually 
secure. 

My contention is, that what has been done can be done. So far from 
being impressed too unfavourably by the fact that only a small per- 

* “Das Englische Arbeiterversiclieningswescn. Geachiebte seiner Kntwickclnng 
imd Gesetzgcbuug.” Von Wilhelm Hosbach, Ph. I). Leij^zig. 1883. 
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ccntage of the socictics-are absolutely sounds the economist who trusts 
as in a sheet-anchor to the laissez-faire doctrine of J. S. Mill, by 
which the masses are not to be interfipred with when engaged in improv¬ 
ing their own condition, will justly point with triumph to this despised 
percentage as a proof of what the British working-man can do. But 
the case is really very far indeed from being as bad as it is made 
out to be by the figures quoted above; a very large number of 
societies are in a deficiency, but not a large one.' Take, for instance, 
the case of the Plcarts of Oak Benefit Society. It has 93',615 members, 
and a saved-up capital of .(^122,332. But as the present value of the 
benefits which it has undertaken to pay is j£3,282,G62, and the 
present value of the contributions which it expects to receive arc 
only .t2,808,027', the latter sum added to the cash funds shows a 
deficiency of 110,771-. In other word?, if this great concern were 
to-day compulsorily wound up it would be able to pay nearly 98 per 
cent, of its liabilities. Is it fair to say that it is insolvent ? Many a com¬ 
mercial undertaking which would not be justified in closing its doors 
would nevertheless be glad to show as clear a balance-sheet. A going 
concern has many opportunities of recovery, provided the deficiency 
is not too large, and this power of recovery is especially applicable to 
friendly societies. By a slight diminution of the benefits or increase 
of the contributions,* a deficiency can easily be turned into a surplus, 
A remarkable instance of the recuperative power of friendly societies 
is afforded by the example of the Manchester Unity of Oddfellows, 
which consists of an aggregate of some I-,000 lodges, including 
branches containing in round numbers 600,000 members, and having 
an accumulated capital of saved-up funds amounting to nearly 
.■€6,000,000.f So far back as the year 1871, this great society sub¬ 
mitted to valuation of its own accord, with the result that it was 
found that a deficiency of about 12 per cent, existed. Steps were 
immediately taken by an alteration of the relations between con¬ 
tributions and benefits, with satisfactory results. 

Here comes in another point which, however confusing to valuers, 
is the greaf source of strength of the large societies. This is the 
power of levy. Its operation is best shown by an example. At the 
recent meeting of the Annual Movable Committee of the Oddfellows 
of the Manchester Unity, it was represented that certain lodges (or 
branch societies) of the Order were in so hopeless a financial condition 
that recovery would be impossible unless they received help from 
outside. A proposal of a levy of one shilling per head on every 
member of the Order, which would produce a sum of £30,000, was 
rejected, but it was agreed that one penny should be levied annually 
for five years. By this means it is expected that the deficient lodges 

* The latter has, I believe, been adopted by the Hearts of Oak. 

t The Koresters Friendly .Society is e(iuolly extensive and nearly as flonrishing as 
the OildfellowB M.U. 
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will escape what would be a far more real punishment than the 
suspension of the Government registry, and that is expulsion from 
the Order of Oddfellows. It is not easy to exaggerate a power 
which thus acts for good througliout a great community. There are 
Oddfellow (M, U.) lodges in all parts of the world, and every 
member ^ill be called upon to cbntribute to the well-being and 
reputation of the great society of which he is. proud to form a part. 

Turning to the report on tfic branches, which has only recently 
been published, we find that *G,057 valuations have been sent in. 
These have succeeded in amassing nearly five and a half millions 
in cash, but the proportion of solvent lodges to the others is about 
the same as in the case of those we have already examined. The 
annual expenditure is, however, very much below the income of 
nearly all the branches, so that there is every reason to hope that 
solvency will ultimately be reached. 

There arc about a hundred Orders with branches in the United 
Kingdom. The principal Orders are the two which have been named 
above. If wc put down the cash savings of the branches which have 
not sent in returns at .£>1,500,000, we have a total of .£7,000,000,. 
Avhich has not been included in the figures which have been dis¬ 
cussed above. This makes the whole amount saved by registered 
societies over Xir),000,000. Making a rough guess—it is impossible 
to do more—I should think that the total savings of all the Friendly 
Societies (sick and burial benefits) cannot be far short of £18,000,000, 
belonging to perhaps 33,000 societies (with six millions of members 
at least). This estimate includes unregistered societies. The Registrar 
states the members of the registered societies to number nearly four 
and a quarter millions. I must also notice heve that a beginning 
has been made by Manchester Unity in the direction of providing 
pensions for old age. * 

It is not easy to say at what point hopeless insolvency begins in 
the case of a society whose Valuation shows it to be in a deficiency. 
Seeing that 5,030 societies have saved £5,155,816 less than the 
proper amount, it is clear that if this sum were spread* equally over 
the whole number, they would all have to confess irremediable in¬ 
solvency. But this is very far indeed from being the ease. A 
considerable proportion of the societies are in deficiency to an extent 
certainly not exceeding that of the Manchester Unity in 1871, and 
may be expected to retrieve their position. T!he subject is so vast, 
and the information regarding the societies so imperfect, and at 
present so ill-digested, that it would not be safe to hazard a predic¬ 
tion as to the extent to which this leeway can be made up. It is 
better, perhaps, to acknowledge that a large part of these five millions 
will by their absence cause a great deal of misery, over a long series 
of years, to a class which is least able to endure it. But that 
ought to be the worst of the matter. We are rapidly approaching a 
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complete and scientific knowledge of the economic laws which relate 
to sickness^ health, and the duration of life. It has been practically 
proved that sound Friendly Societies can be established and conducted 
by the working classes. It is the ^uty of all thoughtful men, not 
simply to relieve tl)e distress that will be caused by the revealed de¬ 
ficiency, but also to provide agatnst a recurrence of the evil. And 
it must be romembered that the five millions deficiency is that of the 
societies which have ventured to face publicity and valuations. It 
is probably not too much to say that i/ the affairs of all the other 
societies were brought to the light, that deficiency would be at least 
doubled. 

This mere fact of a small deficiency in valuation of the present value 
of future benefits to be .paid and contributions to be received is not 
sufficient to condemn a society. Perhaps the best and readiest test 
is to inquire the amount which is being actually paid in benefits and 
received in contributions, for if these bear a fair proportion to one 
another, the society is evidently on the high-road to solvency, even 
if the goal has not yet been reached. In the case of the “ Hearts 
of Oak,*’ for instance, in a recent year, the total receipts in tlie 
benefit fund were £206,358, whilst tlic total exi^cnditurc in the same 
fund was only £M9,()85. The savings for the year were thus over 
.C55,000. As the society has every reason to believe that it will 
continue to recruit new members, there is no doubt that, in spite of its 
small deficiency in valuation, it is in a really healthy condition. 
Taking a single page of the registrar’s returns containing a complete 
record of thirteen societies, I find that ten are in deficiency on valua¬ 
tion, whilst three are in excess; but five out of the ten paid in a 
recent year cousidcrably less than they received, so that eventual 
recovery in their cases is more thau probable. And this is on the 
whole a fair sample of the position of the great mass of the registered 
societies. 

It will be necessary to say a few w'ofds on the process of valua¬ 
tion as now carried out. It is far from satisfactory, and this 
especially from the point of view of the complete want of uniformity 
of system adopted. The Act requires that a valuer should be a 
competent person, but it is not necessary that he should be a pro¬ 
fessional actuary. Towards the close of a quinquennial period, it is 
no doubt very difficult to secure the services of fit valuers.. Much 
depends in the valuation on the rate of interest used in computing 
the value of future contributions and invested funds. Most of the 
societies assume that three per cent, will be realized, but a number 
of them take four per cent. They appear, however, to find much 
diflSculty in getting even three per cent. The Hearts of Oak—to 
refer again to a society which has already served as an example— 
have used four per cent, as their rate, but as a fact they have only 
realized in the past from 2'3 to 3*4 on their investments. 
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Ou the whole, it is difficult to avoid the conclusion that the quiu- 
quennial valuation is to a large extent unreal. The process should 
be carried out iu a uniform mauncr in all parts of the country, and 
by persons possessing full qualifications for the task.^ Still, it would 
be unfair to deny that in^thc present system we have the germs of a 
more perfect method. If by any means the whole body of Friendly 
Societies could be drawn into valuation on a uniform pl|in, there can 
be no doubt that the first step Avould have been taken towards 
placing them on a thoroughljr healthy basis. Jlut we must not be 
contented with mere information. What the next step should be 1 
shall presently suggest; iu the meantime there is every reason to be 
thankful for the important addition to our knowledge which has been 
placed at our disposal, even by the present imperfect system. 

lleforc leaving this branch of the subject, it may be noticed that 
a large number of the 1,537 .Societies which show an aggregate surplus 
of over .fc;880,000 grant only death benefits. Of those comparatively 
rare societies which give sick pay as well, no inconsiderable portion 
are wcll-conducted lodges of the Manchester Unity pf Oddfellows.” * 
The aggregate societies which possess an excess of funds could 
afford to reduce their contributions by nearly 13 per cent., or increase 
their benefits by 10 per cent. On the other hand, the net deficiency 
of .£4,270,-13i necessitates an average increase of contributions of 
nearly 19 per cent., or a diminution of benefits of nearly 13 per centf 
Kut as those societies which have a surplus will certainly not allow 
it to be employed in making up the deficiencies of the 5,030 which 
arc behindhand, the last>mcntiouod figures are not sufficiently 
unfavourable. Still larger sacrifice’s than these arc required on the 
part of tlie largo majority of the Friendly Societies of Kugland and 
Wales, iu order to enable them to retrieve their present disastrous 
position. I 

In forecasting tlic future of the societies, and in making suggestions 
for their amelioration, one painful course must be adopted. Those 
clubs which arc in a liopclcss financial condition must be 
abaudoned to their fate. This will cause a great amount of suffering, 
but there is no alternative course. Those who take an interest in the 
well-being of the poor arc aware of the distress which is constantly 
springing up through the failure of benefit clubs to discharge their 
obligations. There arc thousands of persons in the receipt of 
parochial relief at the present moment who had every right to hope 
that they would reap the benefit of years of patient self-denial. 
Existing societies have undertaken (as we have seen) liabilities to the 
extent of many millions sterling beyond their powers, and sooner or 
later a vast amount of distress must be the consequence. It would 
probably be the truest kindness to hasten rather than retard the 


• Chief Registrar’s Report, p. 1177. 


t Jbitl., p. 117S. 
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catastrophe, of which truly it may be said that crescit eundo. It must 
be the work of an intelligent charity to alleviate the distress maiuly 
caused hy errors of judgment founded on insufficient information. 

Jlut no statesn^an or philanthropist ought to sit down quietly and 
see the same blunders repeated in the future. A remedy for the 
present state of things is imperatively demanded. In which,direction 
are we to secl^ for it ? 

It is hardly surprising that, in viewof the condition of many Friendly 
Societies, there should arise a demand lbr,thc establishment of a scheme 
of compulsory insurance for sickness and death.* This has been pro¬ 
posed by the Kcv. Canon L. Blackley, and has found many adherents. 
The objections, however, to this proposal arc formidable. They have 
been so often stated that jt is hardly necessary to do much more than 
allude to them now. The latest authority on the subject of State 
interference with the affairs of the people is Lord Bramwell, who 
recently said that *Mie was one of those who believed that the great 
thing to be desired in this world was to be governed as little as possible; 
and he and those who worked with him requested simply to be left 
alone." It is impossible to conceive a worse instance of interference 
on the part of the State than to compel every man to pay a certain 
sum to a Friendly Society. The whole question at issue is, whether 
the people arc able to establish benefit clubs of a sound character for 
themselves. If they arc able to do so, the State has no right to 
interfere. ’No economic law can be broken with impunity. Not even 
the Socialists, who contend that much should be undertaken by the 
State for the people, would desire, I should think, that the con¬ 
struction and management of Friendly Societies, with all their 
educational and ojthcr advantages, should he taken out of the 
liauds of those for whose henefit they c.\ist. The principle on 
which the British Poor Law is founded is a false one ; for it gives 
to all destitute persons, whatever the cause of their destitution may 
he (even if this be the result of theiv own free will), the right 
to demand public relief. The consequence of this law has been to 
create to a large extent the very pauperism which it is designed to 
relieve. The principle of compulsion introduced into insurance against 
sickness is equally false; it would produce a crop of evils, of which the 
chief would he that it would render the habit of thrift to a large extent 
needless. Propped up by a compulsory system of benefit clubs on one 
side and by the poor law on the other, it would be very difficult 
for the moral fibre of the wage-earning classes'of England to retain 
much toughness. 

The result of the establishment of a society to which every 
individual in the community was compelled to subscribe would be, 
of course, greatly to injure, if not to destroy, all the present 
societies. Their reason for existence would to a great extent 
cease. Now, it is observable that of late the efforts of Mr. 
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Blackley and his friends have taken the form of somewhat vigorous 
attacks upon existing clubs. Their condition, as we have Ken, is in 
many respects deplorable. But is there any writer or thinker who 
M'ould venture to say that eve^ Friendly Society in the kingdom 
ought to be hustled out of existence ? Are there none that are 
worthy of life? The Oddfellows the Foresters, the Hearts of 

Oak, and \nany others, are assuredly magnificent memorials of the 
patient self-denial and of the organizing powers of \he working 
classes. What if mistakes have been made ? Is not an institution 
all the more valued because it ft tfie result of dearly-bought experience; 
of years of blundering, it may be; of boundless self-sacrifice ? Mr. 
Mill is very emphatic on the educating power alfordcd by the setting 
up of buch institutions as these. The process of their establishment 
is difTicuIt and complicated. The avoidance add correction of mistakes 
give tone to the minds of tlie conductors; success encourages them 
Ho undertake fresh labours in other fields. The training which a 
large proportion of the working men of this country has received by 
means of Friendly Societies has been an excellent preparation for 
higher things. The great majority of the two millions of new voters 
who have recently been admitted to the franchise arc members of 
these clubs, and many of them are now carrying them on. Can it 
be denied that this work is ari invaluable preparation for the exercise 
of the franchise ? The rising generation is infinitely better educated 
than tlicir fathers were, and there is, therefore, every reason to 
believe that as the younger men come to the front they will be 
keener in detecting and aptcr in correcting the faults of the past. 

I am willing to allow my case to rest upon the simple argument 
that, inasmuch as some Friendly Societies have succeeded, therefore 
it is reasonable to look forward to the time when all will be success¬ 
ful. Nor is the basis of fact on which I build my argument by any 
means a narrow one. A very large number of societies arc now 
cither flourishing or are in a/air w’ay to prosperity. 

‘ How, then, can the people best be assisted to attain so desirable an 
object ? , 

First, they can be left alone. It is probable that in the end this 
pure laissez-faire method would be successful. But Lord Bramwell 
fully admits that " the law must protect those who cannot protect 
themselves." This is in entire agreement with Bastiat's declaration 
that it is the function of government to prevent injustice; or with 
J. S. Mill's, that it is the duty of government to do only for the people 
what they cannot do for themselves. How can working men fully' 
protect'thcmselvcs against the evils which surround the present system 
of friendly societies ? The point is a nice one, but it will probably be 
admitted that practically the masses cannot guard themselves against 
these evils. How, for instance, can either a rural or urban labourer 
discover the exact relation that should exist between contributions 
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demanded and benefits promised ? Or why should the same class be 
expected voluntarily and without external aid to re-organize their 
clubs, merely because they are told that they are in a deficiency, 
whilst at the same time they remain in the full enjoyment of the 
advantages of government registration, and are conscious of the 
possession of a lai*gc balance in^thc bank?* Yet it is essential that 
tlicy should be startled out of their present condition. Thisf, I incline 
to think, canhot be done—at any rate, quickly—unless the law aids 
them in their task. The difficulty is to discover the exact point at 
which such aid ceases to be in accorJaircc with sound economics and 
therefore helpful, and begins to be contrary thereto, and therefore 
pernicious. \ 

One way of affording the legislative help which is needed was 
suggested by a Bill rccenriy brought forward in the House of Lords by 
Lord Grcvillc. This proposed “ to require the certification of tables by 
an actuary, as a condition precedent to the registry of a Friendly 
SocietyTheobjcction made to this proposalbythe Registrar-General* 
is, that the same provision has been enacted on at least two previous 
occasions, with the result that societies were frightened by it away 
from registration. This, the Jlegistrar-Gcncral thinks, is a sufficient 
ground for strongly deprecating its re-enactment. 

It must, however, be allowed that the present system, by which 
registration is allowed, on the ])roduction of rules and scales of 
benefits and contributions which on the face of them can only cud 
in insolvency, is misleading in the highest degree. Registration is 
an act of the State, and however experts may explain away its 
significance, its eflect is to lend a certain dignity and importance to 
all societies who receive it. The State thus appears to sanction 
rules which are knbwn to be bad. On the other hand, the economists 
would undoubtedly contend that there is no reason why, in the 
present state of widcly-diflused knowledge of the subject, the people 
should not draw up sound rules and scales for themselves. The State 
certainly ouglit not even to appear to sanction what is evidently 
rotten, even if it cannot properly be called upon to supply by its 
own action what is needed, On the whole, attractive as the sugges¬ 
tion in many respects is, it must, I think, be rejected. The people 
must labour on at the task of providing themselves with sound 
rates. 

The scheme which was suggested by myself in this Review f has 
never been shown to be unsound^ and would, I believe, do much to 
help the people to place their benefit clubs in a sound position. 
The arguments against interference with the working classes in their 
efforts to establish a sound network of Friendly Societies throughout 
the land cannot be refuted. Men have a perfect right to do what 
* Report, 1884. I'artA, p. 8. t January, J877. 
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they like with their own; and it is for children^ not for capable 
citizens, to desire to call in the State to their aid. I cannot regard 
the mess into which many societies have fallen as a reason for Govern¬ 
ment interference. Those who'have a right to do what they will 
with their own have also .the duty imposed on thqm of not commit¬ 
ting a folly with it. I cannot e>^n see that -the State has any 
obligation to discharge the functions of an actuary to dthe societies. 
But when a society has been established^ and a few years’ experience 
has Shown that its founders’ ^Itnlations were inaccurate, and that it 
is rapidly falling into a condition of insolvency, the time has come 
for the State to interfere. The original members must do their best 
to get out of their own scrape, but they have no right to draw others 
into their net. In some States of America, the law requires in¬ 
surance ofBces to abstain from taking fresh ebusiness as soon as it is 
shown that they arc iusolvcnf. I admit that the result of a Friendly 
Society falling into a bad condition is in the long run to warn oiff 
the public, and it is argued that this is a sufficient safeguard for 
the public. The complaint of such societies is, that young men will 
not come forward to rescue them; or rather that young men will 
not come forward in sufficient numbers. But some do continue to 
join even moribund clubs. It is this fringe of weak and ignorant 
men that the State ought to protect. No hardship would be done if 
such a society as I am now about to refer to wCre not allowed to take 
any fresh business. There is a club in existence which has a deficit 
on valuation of j£7,000. Its saved-up funds amount to ^500, and 
its annual expenditure exceeds its annual receipts by j£100. Yet 
that society bears all the marks of respectability upon it, and is 
probably enrolling new members every year, although it is certain 
to collapse in a very short time. Such a club should not be allowed 
by the State to continue to prey upon the public. No doubt it 
would be difficult to get. at the truth with regard to clubs that do 
not send in returns or are unregistered, hut it would not be im¬ 
possible. Insist upon quinquennial returns in the case of eveiy 
society whether registered or unregistered, and give a Government 
official the power of inspecting the books of those which neglect this 
duty. The information thus gained could be at once acted upon as 
I have suggested. 

So strongly, however, do I believe in the immense power of con¬ 
struction and organization of working men, when they are striving for 
themselves, that^, as will probably be the case, the Legislature declines 
to interfere even to the moderate extent I suggest, I shall neverthe¬ 
less continue to cling to the conviction that the Friendly Societies 
of England are destined to enjoy a brilliant and solid future. 

W. “Waltbb Edwards. 

VOL. ZLVin. 3 L 
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A REPLY TO CARDINAL NEWMAN. 


I T is simply a duty, wMch 1 owe alike to Cardinal Newman and 
the readers of this Review, to ask, whether, in tlie light of his 
statement and the rigorous criticism of Dr. Barry, I have anything 
to retract or modify in the judgment which has provoked these 
replies. It would, in some respects, be much more pleasant for me 
to allow the matter to stand where the Cardinal has left it, and were 
it simply a personal matter between him and me, it would, so far as 
I am concerned, be allowed so to stand. It costs a very peculiar 
kind of suffering to conduct a controversy, after his personal inter¬ 
vention, with the one man in all England on whose lips the words 
of the dying Pqlycarp sit with equal truth and grace. Not that 
Cardinal Newman has been cither a liesitatiug or a soft-speaking 
controversialist. He has been a man of war from his youth, who 
has conquered many adversaries—amongst them the most inveterate 
and invincible of English prejudices.* lie was one who not only 
changed sides when the battle was hottest, but led a goodly company 
with hims yet the change, so far from lessening, increased the 
hqpour and admiration in which he was held. He has, as scarcely 
any other teacher of our age, made us feel the meaning of life, the 
evil of sin, the dignity of obedience, tha beauty of holiness; and his 
power has been due to the degree in which men have been con¬ 
strained to believe that his words, where sublimest, have been but 
the dim and imperfect mirrors of his own exalted spirit. He has 
taken us into the secret places of his soul, and has held us1)y*thR 
potent spell of his passionate sincerity and matchless style, while he 
has unfolded his vision of the truth, or his quest after it. He has 
greatly and variously enriched the religious life of our people, and he 
lives in onr imagination as the last at once of the fathers and of 
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the saiats. Whatever the degree of our the 9 logical and ecclesias¬ 
tical diflereuce, it does not lesaeu my reverence for the man^ or my 
respect for bis sincerity^ 

It is, then, with real pain that I enter the lists against so vene¬ 
rable an opponent. Before, the issue was more pr less historical; 
now, withput ceasing to be such, ft is burdened with a personal 
element painful to the younger man. But I have no choice: the 
issue is too vital to allow me to be silent. 

2, Frankly, then, and at thcf outset, the sum of the matter may 
be stated thus: Cardinal Newman has done two things-—he has 
repudiated and denounced what my criticism never affirmed, and ho 
has contributed new material illustrative of the very thesis it 
maintained. He has represented me as describing him as ^^a hidden 
sceptic,”**" and as “ tlunking^ living, professing, acting upon a wide- 
stretching, alhreacliing platform of religious scepticism.” f I 
never did anything of the sort; it would require an energy and irony 
of invective equal to the CardiuaVs own to describe the fatuous 
folly of the man who would venture to make any such charge. 
What he was charged with, aud in terms so careful and guarded as 
ought to have excluded all possible misconception, was metaphysi¬ 
cal” or philosophical ** scepticism. This did not mean that he was 
other than sincere in word and spirit, especially in all that concerned his 
religious convictions—his good faith in all his beliefs is, and ever has 
been, manifest to all honest men ; but it meant what it said, that he 
so conceived the intellect that its natural attitude to religious truth 
was sceptical and nescient. Scepticism in philosophy means a 
system which affirms cither, subjectively, the impotence of the reason 
for the discovery of the truth, or, objectively, tha inaccessibility of 
truth to the reason; and such a scepticism, while it logically involves 
the complctest negation of knowledge, has beforfe now been made the 
basis of a pseudo-supcrnaturalism, or plea for an infallible authority, 
that must reveal and authenticate truth, if truth is ever to become or 
remain man's. This was the scepticism with which Cardinal 
Newman was charged, aud it was held significant, not*- simply for 
his personal history, but also ,for the movement so insepaiiabiy 
connected with his name; and his last paper is as signal an illustration 
of its presence and action as is to be found in all his writings. The 
attempt to prove this will be my reply to Dr. Newman, and it will 
also include a reply to Dr. Barry’s vigorous defence of him. 


n, 

Dr. Newman's reply, then, is so without relevance to the 
original criticism, save in the way of illustration and confi^ation, 


* CosTEMPOKARY Rbyiemt, October, p. 457. + Ibid. p. 468. 
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that it may be well to attempt to make the real point at issue clear 
and explicit.' He speaks of me as having been "misled by the 
epithets which he had attached in the 'Apologia' to the Eeasou."* 
The epithets had nothing whatever fo do with the matter; all turned 
on the substantive or material idea. Th^ criticism was simply an 
endeavour to determine, on the one hand, how Cardinal Newman 
conceived tl^ Reason and the Conscience in themselves and in relation 
to the knowledge of God; and, on the other hand, how these conceptions 
affected or reflated the movemcat ^of his mind from Theism to 
Catholicity. Stated in another form, the question is this; How is 
knowledge of religious truth possible ? What are the subjective 
conditions of its genesis and continuance ? How and whence does 
man get those principles wluch are the bases of all his thinking 
concerning religion ? and in what relations do they and the reason, 
at first, and throughout their respective histories, stand to each 
other ? It is the old problem, under its highest and most complex 
aspect, as to the grounds and conditions of knowledge, how it is 
ever or anywhere possible ? The older empiricism said: All 
knowledge is resolvable into sensuous impressions and the ideas 
which arc their faint image or copy. There are no ideas in the 
mind till the senses have conveyed them in; it is but a sheet of 
white paper till the outer universe has by the finger of sense written 
on it those mysterious hieroglyphs which constitute our intelligible 
world. Rut the critical transcendentalism replied : The impression 
explains nothing—must itself be explained: how is it that it becomes 
rational, an intelligible thing? The mind and the sheet of white 
paper differ thus—the paper receives the character, but the mind reads 
it; indeed the cha^cter would have no being save in and through the 
reading of the mind. It is clear, therefore, that we must get before 
and below the impression to thought, which is by its forms and 
categories constituted, as it were, the interpreter of the impression, 
the condition of its being intelligible.* Without a constitutive and 
interpretative Reason, the world that speaks to the senses would be 
no reasonable world. 

Now, Cardinal Newman may be described as, by virtue of his 
doctrine of the Reason, an empiricist in the province of religious truth. 
The Reason is, as he is fond of saying, " a mere instrument," unfur¬ 
nished by Nature, without religious contents or function, till faith or 
conscience has conveyed into it the ideas or assumptions which are 
the premisses of its processes, and with religious character only as 
these processes are conducted in obedience to the moral sense or other 
spiritual authority. It is to him no constitutive or architectonic 
faculty, with religious truth so in it that it is bound to seek and to 
conceive religions truth without if; but it is as regards Religion simply 

* COXTEMTOBAST BSVIEW, p. 460. 
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idle or vacant till it has received and accept^ the deliv^Vances of 
conscience, which stand to it much as Hume conceived his "impres¬ 
sions" and their corresponding "ideas" to ‘Stand related'to mind 
and knowledge. But, then, to a reason so con^tutcd and construed 
how is religious knowledge possible ? How can /religion, as such, 
have any existence, or religious trutlf any reality ? What works .as 
a mere instrument never handles what it works in; the things remain 
outside it, and have no place or standing within its beidg. And 
hence my contention was and, is, that to conceive reason as Br. 
Newman does is to deny to it the knowledge of God, and so to save 
faith by the help of a deeper unbelief. 

III. 

1. 1 repeat, then, the doctrine of the reason Cardinal NeVman 
stated in the October •numbci*of this Beviaw is precisely the doctrine 
on which my criticism was based, and it is essentially, in the philo¬ 
sophical sense, a sceptical doctrine. But let us sec how he fotmulates 
it. Here is what may be regarded as his earliest statement, with 
his later notes incorporated :— 

“ There is no necessary connection between the intellectual and moral 
principles of our nature* [*That is, jva found in individuals, in the concrete.]; 
on religious subjects we may prove anything or overthrow anything, and can 
arrive at truth but •accidentally, if we merely investigate by what is commonly 
called reason’’ [’’Because we may be reasoning from wrong principles, principles 
unsuitable to the subject-matter reasoned upon. Thus, the moral sense, or 
‘spiritual discernment'must supply us with the assumptions to be used as 
premisses in religious inquiry.], which is iu such matters but the instrument, at 
j>est, in the hands of tho legitimate judge, spiritual discernment^ 

Here is his latest statement, which Avill be fou/id in everything 
material identical with the earliest:— 

• 

la its versatility, its illimitable range,-its subtlety, its power of concen¬ 
trating many ideas on one point, it (the reason) is for the acquisition of 
knowledge albimportant or rathter necessary, with this drawback, however, 
in its ordinary use, that in every exercise of it, it depends for success upon the 
assumption of prior acts similar to that which it has itself involve^l, and there¬ 
fore is reliable only conditionally. Its process is a passing from an antecedent 
to a consequent, and according as tho ^tart so is tlto issue. In the proviooe of 
religion, if it be under the happy guidance of the moral sense, and with teach¬ 
ings which are not only assumptions in form, but certainties, it will arrive at 
indisputable tmth, and then the house is at peace; but if it be in the hands 
of enemies, who arc under tho'delusion that its arbitrary assumptions arc self-, 
evident axioms, the reasoning will start from false premisses, and the mind will 
be in a state of melancholy disorder. But in uo case need the reasoning 

* “ Uiuvenity Sermons,’* p. 55. Tho notes arc added, for here, os elsewh^ 
thronghont the volume, they are significant by their very limitations. They may 
({uolify the text, explain a term or a phrase, prot^ against a^ven inference or result;* 
but they never either modify or alter the ramcal doctrine. These notes are needed to 
elucidate the criticism, for nothing has been more helpful to it than a minute and coin- 
parative study of them. 
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faculty itself bo to blame or responsible, except if viei^ed as identical with 
the assumptions of which it is tbe instrument. 1 repeat, it is but an instru¬ 
ment; os such I hare viewed it, and no one but Pr. Fairbaim would say as be 
does—that the bad employment of a facplty was a * division,’ a ^ contradiction,* 
and * a radical antagonism of nature,’ and * the death of the natural proof’ of 
a God.”* 

t • 

« 

2. Now, I do not wish to be minute in my criticism,^nd argue 
that if reason, ** in every exercise of it, depends for success on the 
assumption of prior acts similar to ^hat which it has itself involved," 
then the genesis and very being of rc&son are inconceivable, for we 
are landed in the notion of an infinite series. As to Hume, man was a 
succession or scries of "impressions and ideas; "so to Newman, 
reason, as mere faculty of reasoning, is a series of " antecedents and 
consequents;" the diffibulty in both cases is the same, to find how the 
series began, and how, having begun, itdias developed into what it is. 
But without resorting to minute analysis, we may begin with the last 
sentence of the above quotation; and concerning it, it is enough to say, 
Dr. Fairbairn never said any such thing, or, meaning what he did and 
docs, could have said it. His criticism referred not to the employment 
of the faculty, but to the doctrine of the faculty, which determined its 
use; and this latest statement seems expressly designed to elucidate and 
justify the criticism. For reason, as here described, is condemned, in 
all that concerns the higher problems and fundamental verities of 
thought, to incapacity and impotence. It is emptied of those consti¬ 
tutive and constructive qualities that make it a reason, and by being 
reduced to a mere ratiocinative instrument, its very ability to handle 
religious principles, even in a ratiocinative process, is denied. For 
the reasoning process, to he valid, must proceed from principles valid 
to the reason; but to be so valid they must be more than deliver¬ 
ances or assumption^ coming to it ah extra; they must have a root in 
its own nature, and he inseparable from the very being of thought. 
To use principles truly, one must be able to judge concerning their 
truth, and how can a reason truly and justly act, even as a mere 
instrument ^of inference, ou the basis of premisses it neither found, 
nor framed, nor verified, being indeed so coistituted as to he unable 
to do any one of these things. Reason, then, can he ratiocinative 
only as it is constitutive; we must have truth of thought that we may 
know or possess truth of being. The getting of principles is a more 
vital matter than the reasoning conccrnfbg them, and if the con> 
stitutive or formulative and determinative factor be made not only 
distinct from, but independent of, the dialectic and deductive, how 
can they ever be made to agree, save by the suboidination or 

♦ CoKTEMPORAnv Krtistv, pp. 459-460. A few more instances from the University 
Sennons,’’ of Dr. Newman’s use of the term Reason, may be added to those be has him- 
self given; they ought to be studied wi^ the " Catholic Note^’* pp. 58, § 4; 60-61, § 7 ; 
65, 67, 70, 73,88, 179, 194-195,214-215. 
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enslavement of the one to the other ? And even then they will not 
agree^ for the principles cannot signify the same thing to faculties 
that arc not only distinct^ but^ as realized in the living person, vith- 
out " necessary connection." The dictate of the conscience changes 
its nature when it becomes the axiom of the reason ; the " categori¬ 
cal imperative " ceases to be the snoment it is* translated into a 
speculative or intellectual truth. It may—it must—be^ true that the 
man who is deaf to the voice of conscience cannot reason rightly in 
religious matters; but it is no.less true that the man who doubts 
or misuses his reason cannot\iear or be enlightened by his eonscienoe. 
The only justification of Cardinal Newman's doctrine would have 
been the reduction of conscience and reason to a higher unity; his 
last condemnation is his distinction and division of the faculties, for 
it involves our nature in a dualism which makes real knowledge of, 
religious truth impossible; 'there is unity neither in the man who 
knows nor in the truth as known. For, make a present of true pre¬ 
misses to a faculty merely ratiocinative, and they will be to it only as 
algebraic symbols, not as truths of religion; its deductive process may 
be correct, but it will have no religious character. But to a reason 
without religious character, unable to construe religious truths for 
what they really are, there can be no legitimate reasoning concerning 
religion; truth is inaccessible to it, and it is incompetent to the dis¬ 
covery and determination of truth. This is philosophical scepticism, 
and if, to avoid the logical issue, the truth denied to the reason is 
granted to the conscience, and is, on its simple authority, to be 
accepted as a ‘'magisterial dictate,” then a "division,” or “radical 
antagonism of nature,” is introduced, which is "the death of the 
natural proof” for the being of a God, and of all the primary truths 
of religion. This, and no other, was my original criticism of Cardinal 
Newman, and this, confirmed and illustrated by his latest statement, 
is my criticism still. 

• IV, • 

1. Now, this very doctrine of the reason, with its varied limita¬ 
tions and applications, is the heart and essence of the whole matter; 
it is, in the proper philosophical sense, both empirical and sceptical. 
It is a doctrine of impotence; the reason is by its very nature dis¬ 
qualified from ever attaining the knowledge of religious truth, as 
religious; it is a doctrine of nescience, for religious knowledge is, 
from its very nature, unable to get within, and be really assimilated 
by, a reason which is a mere inferential or syllogistic instrument. 
Dr. Newman is very angry at my speaking of his " ultimate ideas, 
or the regulative principles of his thought,” or simply his " under¬ 
lying philosophy; ” and he .declares that from " leading ideas ” und 
“ fundamental principles ” he has " all through his life shrunk, as 
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sophistical and misleading/''^ Well, it may be so, and if it is so, 
many things that have been a perplexity to people would be 
explained. But it is possible that if Br. Newman, had been 
described as a person without ** fundamental" or '' regulative prin¬ 
ciples/' he would have been angrier still, ;ind with more reason. 
However, the matter need not be any further disputed; what was 
meant by his “ underlying philosophy " is just this doctrine which 
he has anew stated and maintained. What was meant by it as a 
regulative principle of his thought ” was that it exercised over his 
mkid, its dialectic and dialectical method precisely the sort of influ¬ 
ence he has endeavoured to explain and illustrate. Now, what 1 
ventured to say before, I am by the new light the more emboldened 
to repeat, that this fundamental principle determined, in a way not 
written in the “Apologia,” his whole inner history. He not only 
doubted the reason, but he mocked and* scorned all who sought to 
enlist it in the service of rcligion.f It was to him' no witness or 
oracle of God, but simply a servant, whose duty was to obey, and 
whose only virtue was obedience. Here from the critical year 1841 
is a signifleant passage, one out of many, illustrative of how little 
the empirical and instrumental reason, as he conceived it, had of 
God, and how little it could find Him in the Nature it was called to 
interpret:— 

The whole framework of nature is confessedly a tissue of antecedents and 
consequents; we may refer all things forwards to design, or backwards on a 
physical cauEC. La[>lace is said to have considered he had a formula which 
solved all the motions of thc'solar system; shall we say that those motions 
came from tiiis formula or from a Divine Flat ? Shull we have recourse for 
our theory to physics or to theology ? Shall wo assume Matter and its 
necessary properties to*be eternal, or Mind with its divine attributes? Does 
tho sun shine to warm tho earth, or is the earth warmed because the sun 
shines? The one hypothesis will solve the phenomena as well as the other. 
Say not it is but a puzzle in argument, and no one ever felt it in fact. So far 
from it, I believe that tho study of Nature, wjien religious feeling is away, 
leads the mind, rightly or wrongly, to acquiesce in tlie atheistical theory, as 
the simplest and easiest. It is but parallel to that tendency in anatomical 
studies, which so one will deny, to solve all tho phenomena of the human 
frame into material elements and powers, and to dibpensc with the soul. To 
those who are conscious of matter, but not conscious of mind, it seems more 
rational to refer all things to one origin, such as they know, than to assume 

♦ CONTRMPORARV ReVIEW, p. 467- 

f See, for example, as applying the principles of the University^ Sermons ” to wn- 
temporary mind and literirture, we following Kuays :—" Introdaotion of Rationalietio 
Principles into Revealed Religion’^ (1835). This is practically a review, hard ud 
tinsympatheiio, of Jacob Abbott and Thomas Erskine of Linlath^ *'Apostolical 
Tradition’* (f 336); **Milman*8 View of Christianity’* (1841), a review of hia “most 
dangerous and insidious” Hiatoxy; Private Judgment** (1^1). This latter is, in 
parriculor, instructive and suggostive. These are,reprinted in the “Essays, Critical 
and Historical.” Another and even more illustrative i»per is “The Tamworth. 
Reading-room ” : ia Discussions and Ar;^ment8/*art. iv. This contains the famous 
letters of “Catholicus** against Sir RobertTeri and Lord Brougham. 
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the existence of a second origin, such as thej know not. It is religion, then, 
which suggests tq science its true conclusions; the facta come from knowledge, 
but the principles come of faith.* 

In this passage, where statement and argument are alike logical 
results of the implied philosophy of mind, the attitude of the, intel¬ 
lectual sceptic is admirably stated; either alternative is consonant 
to reason, though the negative is rather the more dbnsonant. If 
reason stands alone, the conclusion will he nescience. It is all a 
matter of feeling or faith; if if be away, " the study of nature ** will 
lead to acquiescence ** in the atheistical theory ; ” if it be present, the 
reference will be to the being of God. * Dr. Newman elsewhere 
quotes a doctrine which Hume " has well propounded," though he did 
it but '‘in irony" :—"Our most holy religion is founded.on /fli/A, 
not on reason." t Tlie iroqy of Hume is the good faith of Newman; 
while their creeds so differ, their philosophies so agree, that if the 
sceptic had ever attempted an apology for religion, he would have 
made it in the manner and on the lines and with all the implicates 
and inferences of the Catholic, 

2. Nature, then, had not simply to the logical and inferential reason, 
but, even so far as he allowed it, to the constructive and interpretative, 
no necessary thcistic meaning. As ho himself says, "Take the 
system of nature by itsetf, detached from the axioms of religion, and 
I am willing to confess—nay, I have been expressly urging—^that it 
docs not force ns to take it for wore than a system."! Whence,' 
now, the axioms of religion which were needed to make our view of 
nature thcistic ? As they had no ground in the reason, they had to 
be given— i.e., received on the authority either of conscience or of 
revelation. If it accepted their d^ia, it was tcligious; if it was 
without or averse to them, it was atheistic. This is the thesis of the 
most remarkable of his " University Sermons;" it comes out in his 
account of what he calls the Divinity of Traditionary Beligion, 
which explains what is true in the various faiths by all men 
having had "more or less the guidance of tradition, in addition 
to those internal notions of right and wrong which the Spirit 
has put into the heart of each individual."§ Tt appears too 
instructively in his doctrine of private judgment, whose pro- 

t 

* **Tke Tamworth Heading-room”: “Di8cusBion^andArgaments,*'pp.290-300,4th 
•edition. To tiiis remarkable i}a88age Dr. Newpian has appended the following note:— 
“ This is too absolute, if it is to be taken to mean t^t the legitimate, and what may be 
called the objective conclusion from the fact of Nature, viewM in the concrete, is not in 
favonrofthe Being and Providence of (lod**(vidff on AssenV’pp. 330, 846, 

363; and ‘^tTniv. Senn.,”p. 194). But this, like the other ^'Catholic NotM,chanaM the 
doctrine in no material respect; it simply protests what the author did not msh to 
mean. 

t “University Sermons,” p. 60. ^ ^ 

t ** Discussiona and Aiguments,” p. 302. The italics are his own. 

§ **The Arians in the rourth Century,” pp. 79-60 (4th ed.). 
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vince lie defines as being to exercise itself upon tbis simple ques¬ 
tion, “What and where is the Church?" We are not to think of 
gaining religious truth for ourselves by our " private examination," 
but ought only to ask, " Who is God's prophet, and where ? Who 
is to be considered the voice of the Holy.Catholic and Apostolic 
Church ? " * It obtained its perfect and logical expression in the 
argument which proved an infallible authority necessary alike to 
the being of religion and the Church:—f 

“ As the essence of all religion is authorityhnd obe<Uencc, so the distinction 
between natural religion and revealed lies in this, that the one has a subjec¬ 
tive authority and the other *an objective. Itevelation consists in the mani¬ 
festation of the Invisible Divine Power, or in the substitution of the voice of 
a liuwgiver for the voice of conscience. The supremacy of conscience is the 
essence of natural religion ; flie supremacy of Apostle, or Pope, or Church, or 
Bisliop, is the essence of revealed j and when yuch extejnul authority is taken 
away, the mind falls back again upon that inward guide which it possessed 
even before Pevelation was vouchsafed. Thus, what conscience is in the 
system of nature, such is the voice of Scripture, or of the Church, or of the 
Holy See, as we may determine it, in the system of Pcvelation. It may be 
objected, indeed, that conscience is not infallible; it is true, but still it is ever 
to be obeyed. And this is just the prerogative whicli controversialists assign 
to the See of St. Peter; it is not in all cases infallible, it may err beyond its 
special province, but it has ever in all cases a claim on our obedienc^”} 

^NoWj these arc only the logical sequences iii the process which 
compelled Dr, Newman to hold Catholicism aud Atheism the only 
real alternatives ; but the compulsion came at every point from which 
he must allow me to call his “ underlying philosophy," or simply, 
his doctrine which made the reason a mere ratiooinative faculty or 
deductive instrument, by nature void of God, and never able to know 
him directly or for itsclf.§ Its knowledge of religion being always 
indirect aud iuferentiqj, “ on grounds given," tlie supreme difficulty 
was with “ the grounds," how to get them, then how to have them 
accepted, ratified, and obeyed. They weye always giving way beneath 
analysis, or being departed from, or being superseded by “ false," or 
“ wrong,” or^“ secular " premisses, which indeed ever seemed to be 
more easy of acceptance than the religious : ’’n short, his principles of 
reasoning had no organic connexion with the principles of knowledge 
or reason. Reason to him had so little in it of the truth that it was 
as ready to become the instrument of “ the false'prophet" as of the 
true; to speak for the one was as congenial to its nature as to speak 
for the other. And so its natural inability was the source and basis 

* “ Private Jadgmnut” (1841). Essays Critical and Historical,” toI. ii. pp. 358- 
355 (5th ed.), 

t “ The Development of Doctrine ” pp. 124-125 (2n<l edA 
t “Essayon Development.” 2nd edit. London, 1^6. rp. 124, 125. 

§ “ The knowledge of God is the highest function of our nature, and as regards that 
knowledge, reason only htdds the. place of an instrument.” (Note in “University 
Sennons, ’ p. 7.) 
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of its historical hostility to religion; the more it waa degraded into 
an instrument, the more it revenged its degradation by becoming 
unstable, intractable, inimical. The more critical, " aggressive," or 
“ captious" the reason became, the more imperial bad to become 
the authority which supplied it with the ** assumptions "or " axioms 
of religion;" and, as was inevitable, the more imperious the 
authority grew, the more '' rebellious " grew the reason. The result 
was the one he has so well described in 'the now classic passage: 
** He came to the conclusion that there was no medium in true 
philosophy between Atlieism and Catholicity/’* .But it was the 
philosophy that did it all, and on its tri^th depends the validity of, 
the conclusion. Where reason is conceived as a mere instrument, 
so by nature without the knowledge of G^od that all it ever knows or 
determines concerning Him must proceed from principles giveu (fa 
the simple word bf the Divine Informant," named now Conscience, 
and now Tradition or the Church, then the alternatives—absolute 
authority or absolute negation—are inexorable. Nay, more, this 
doctrine, as is so well illustrated by his 'latest utterance, with its 
despair of all secular forces and his blind hope in ecclesiastical, 
is doubly determinative : it yields the theory, on the one hand, of the 
Church, and, on the other of " the Mse Prophet," or ** human 
society," by whose aetjon ** error spreads and becomes an authority." 
The subjective is reflected in an objective dualisui; the authorita¬ 
tive Church has its counterpart and contradiction in the authorita¬ 
tive world; each succeeds as it has its premisses or assumptions 
accejitcd by the reason as data for reasoning. And thus the notion 
that loses the immanence of God from the reason, loses the active 
presence of God from the collective history,and society of man. 
The scepticism of the theory on its subjective side has its coirelative 
in the false supcrnaturalism of the objective^ to dispossess reason of 
its divine contents is to deprive man, in his concrete historical being, 
of the natural presence alid knowledge of God, and to limit God’s 
action and activity to means that arc all the more mechanical that 
they are conceived and described as supernatural. • 


V. 

1. So far we have been concerned with the doctrine of the jEleasou 
—first in its intrinsic, and next in what may be termed its biographi¬ 
cal significance; now we must look at it in its dialectic or apologetic. 
Cardinal Newman has of course challenged my interpretation of 
the " Grammar of Assent," and Dr. Barry thinks it “ wanting in 
insight," and " decidedly, though not' intentionally, unjust," due 
to my not having thrown myself " into the spirit of the work," or 


♦ “Apologia,” p, 198. 
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"viewed it from within.” Now, it was becaiwe the work was 
criticised from the most internal of all standpoints, the biographical, 
that the criticism was what it was.. The work cannot be understood 
alone; it were simply unintelligible td the man who did not know 
tlic writer and his history. It is, in a far deeper sense than the book 
that bears the title, an “ Apologia pro Vita Sua ”; and is as remark¬ 
able for what it does not as for what it does state and attempt. It 
holds the place in Newman's collective works that the " Logic ” does 
in Mill's. In the latter. Mill applies Jiw metaphysical doctrine to 
the discovery and determination of truth; in the "Grammar,” Newman 
uses Ins philosophical doctrine to explain and vindicate the processes 
that involve and justify religious belief. He explains, indeed, his 
object as not " to set forth the arguments which issue in the belief ” 
of certain doctrines," but to investigate what it is to believe in them, 
what the mind does, what it contemplates, Vhen ilf makes an act of 
faith.”* But he confesses that to show what it is to believe, is, in a 
measure, to show why we believe; ” the one problem, indeed, is but the 
other in its most radical form. Now, the argument from first to last, 
and in all its stages, reposes on Cardinal Newman's distinctive doctrine 
of the reason; its inability to be more or other than a formal instrument 
is the keynote of the book. Kcason is to him individual; every 
one who reasons is his own centre; and no expedient for attaining 
a common measure of minds can reverse this truth.”t In discussing 
" first principles,” or "the propositions with which we start in reason¬ 
ing on any given subject-matter,” he says— 

" Sometimes our trust in our powers of reasoning and memory—‘that is, 
our implicit assent to.their telling truly—is treated as a first principle; but 
we cannot properly be said to have any trust in them as faculties. At most 
we trust in particular acts of memory and reasoning. We are sure there was 
a yesterday, and that we dijl this or that in it; wc are sure that three times 
six is eighteen, and that the diagonal of a square is longer than the ride. So 
far as this wo may be said to trust the mental act by which the object of our 
assent is verified j but in doing so we imply ho recognition of a general 
j)ower or faculty, or of any capability or affection of our minds, over and 
above the partici^Iar act. We know, indeed, that we have a faculty by which 
we remember, as we know wo havo a faculty by wh* th we breathe; but we 
gain this knowledge by abstraction or inference from its particular acts, not 
by direct experience. Nor do we trust in the faculty of memory or reasoning 
ns such, oven after that we have inferred its existence; for its acts are often 
inaccurate, nor do we invariably assent to them.” { 

Now, it were a curious point to determine how trust of a " par¬ 
ticular act ” is possible without trust of the faculty that performs it. 
If we know a given act to be true, we must have a standard of truth; 
it is through the truthfulness of the faculty that we know the falsity 
or truth of its " particular acts.” But the significance of the passage 
* “ Grammar of Assent," p. 99. i Ibid. p. + Ibid. pp. 60-61. 
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does not lie in its inconsistencies, but in its positive doctrine. 
Season is but an instrument, a faculty of reasoning, ’trustworthy in 
particular acts, not trustworthy throughout. Being so restricted a 
faculty, we owe to it little, ndt even the knowledge '' that there are 
things existing external to ourselves.'' That is due to ^^an instinct" 
which we have in common with *^the brute creation," and the gift 
of reason is not a condition of its existence."* As with the belief in 
an external world, so with the belief in God; reason has nothing to 
do with cither. " We begin ,t6 learn about God from conscience." f 
“ Now certainly the thought of God, as theists entertain it, is not 
gained by an instinctive association of Hjs presence with any sensible 
phenomena; but the ofiSce which the senses directly fulfil as regards 
creation, that devolves directly on certain of our mental phenomena 
as regards the Creator. Those phenomena are found in the sense of 
moral obligation.'^]; * 

2. Here, then, on the one hand we have the imj^tent and instru¬ 
mental reason, which can never get to God, and is to be trusted only 
in "particular actsand, on the other hand, the .capable and.authori- 
tative conscience, in which ^ God directly is, and which is to be 
implicitly obeyed. And this dualism penetrates and pervades 
the whole book; its argument may be said to be its logical 
articulation. It is expressed in the distinctions between " no¬ 
tional and real apprehension," "notional and real assent," and 
between " inference and assent,'^ and it underlies the cardinal 
doctrine of the " illative sense." § That doctrine means that 
religion can never be handled on universal principles by a reason 
that may truly be termed universal, but must be left to the man 
so compacted of conscieuce and imagination to have a sense'for 
religion and for the determination of religious questions. If the 
idea of the reason liod been larger and worthier, or if the relation 
between the reason and the conscience hai] been more organically 
conceived, so that the twe had. appeared as a unity, the whole argu- 
mehtative structure, and the principles on which it is built, would have 
been different. As it is, religion never gets inside the reason, nor 
the reason inside religion. They are but formally related, never 
really or vitally connected. t)r. Newman' may have a perfect right 
to limit the province and define the idea of reason in his own way; 
but then, the exercise of the right has laid him open to a criticism 
which apparently he has not understood, and which certainly he has 
said nothing to invalidate. If the reason plays no part in the genesis of 
the idea of God, it can play no part in its proof; but this position 

* ** Grammar of Asaon^’' 61, 62. t Ibid. p. t Ibid. pp«. 10^ 104. 

§ It ia im po ffliMo to aummarize hero, or illuatrate in needed det^. tne dgiufloant 
poaitiona in the ohapten on Aaaent, Certitude, Inference, and the Illative Benae: 
an opportunity of developing their metaphyaical baais, and illoatratizig its beanog on the 
argoment, ^yyet be fitrniahed. 
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involves the converse; the idea bf God and the proofs of His being 
can never be real possessions of the reason. They remain without it, 
grounds or pi^misscs for its dialectical exercise; they do not live within 
it, principles and laws of its very life. The philosophy that so 
construes the reason as to involve these consequences is sceptical; 
and this is the philosophy of “ Tho Grammar of Assent." 

VI. 

But what significance has this extended criticism of Cardinal 
Newman ? Dr, ®arry has warned me not to identify him with the 
Catholic Church, for it ci^nnot be identified with “ any individual 
genius however great." * I never did nor ever meant so to 
identify him. The CathoUc Church is greater than any theologian, 
but a theologian may also be greater than the Catholic Church. 
The Fathers do not belong to Borne, buf to Clfristendom. Home 
may have been in them, but more than Rome was there, elements 
larger and richer than she was able to assimilate. The earlier Greek 
Fathers had a nobler catholicity than she has reached; the men of the 
heroic age of the Greek Church had another and more generous 
anthropology, a freer and loftier ecclesiology than hers. Augustine, 
too, was greater than Catholicism, for while its developments have 
done the amplest justice to his ecclesiastical doctrine, they have 
failed to do equal justice to his theological. The official theology of 
Rome has more semi-Pelagian than Augustinian elements; the 
Augsburg Confession expresses in its doctrine of sin more truly and 
nearly the mind of Augustine than the Tridcntine Canons; and 
Calvin is a better and more faithful exponent of him than cither 
Bellarmine or Petav^s. The Schoolmen, too, arc in many ways 
ours: they are, in the widest sense. Catholic divines: the exclusive 
property of no Churchy but the common possession of all. Nor 
would 1 identify tco closely any modern official or apologetic divine 
with Catholicism. It lias its own history S)£ variations, and it would 
be no grateful task to write it. The distinction between Rome and 
Cardinal Newman was an explicit point* in my criticism, necessary 
indeed to its force, and emphasized by the contrast between the 
causes of the Catholic Revival in England and on tlie Continent. 
But he was selected as the leader and representative of that revival 
in the special form it here assumed—its real author and true 
embodiment, the man without whom it either would not have been, 
or could not have been what it was. If it is to be understood and 
critically appraised, it must be through the man that made it. The 

* CosTEMrosARV Bkview, November, p. 662. There are many thian ia bis paper 
whic^ I cannot accept, whether aa representing my position, or in the nply to what it is 
sopposed to be. In the remarks, for example (p 2 >. 670-671), on the paranel and contrast 
between Newman and Kant, he has quite misapprehended Kant s position, and, as a 
consequence, tilie argument which was based upon it. 
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causes and mfluences that determined 'his mind belong, it were, 
to its veiy essence—help us to sea what meaning and worth it has 
for the spirit and thought of opr time. He has told us by act and 
speech, in every variety of subtic argument and eloquent phrasOi that 
Catholicism is the only secure and open haven for the doiibt-driven 
and storm-tossed soul, that withqpt it the faflh and hope of the 
Christian centuries must be cngulphed by the rising tides of negation 
and godlessuess; but when wc examine the reasons of^his act and his 
peculiar speech, the bases of liis argument and apologies, we find that 
they proceed from as deep a scepticism as the one he invites us to 
escape. He has lost God out of the reason and the realm of the 
reasonable, and thinks lie is to be got back only os a Deus tx machxnd. 
To build a supernatural faith on a natural impotence seems to us a 
suicidal proceeding. Wc prefer to find God where he has not found 
Him, and build fakh on tltc sauity of a human reason which is full 
of God and akin to the divine. 


VII, 

But now we arc glad to escape from the ungracious work of 
analysis and criticism to freer and nobler fields of discussion. The 
questions which Dr, Barry has raised and so ably handled deserve a 
fuller treatment than is here possible ; but this paper must not close 
without an attempt to meet the difficulties started by so frank and 
courteous au opponent. These may be reduced to two points: the 
relation, first, of the Church or Churches to religion; and next, of 
authority to religion, on the one hand, and to reason, on the 
other. 

1. Dr. Barry criticizes severely some remarjes of mine as to the 
Churches, and the idea of the Church.* We differ here indeed 
radically. To him the Church is equivalent 4o religion, co-extensive 
and identical with it; to me, whether it be conceived as one or as a 
multitude, it is but a mcatis or agency for the realization of religion, 
to be judged by its character as means and its relation to its end. 
He says; '^Tbc Christian religion, as hitherto conceived, has been 
whatever else you please, but certainly an organized system of 
teaching, one Church or a hundred Churches, but always a body 
requiring from its members submission to Articles, or to the Bible as 

« Dr. parry U too honourable a critic wilfully to misrepresent the man he criiiciief, 
but here is an admirable example of the art of controversial quotation. He repre¬ 
sents me (p> 657) as saying—“That religion must be emancipated from the 
churches, since these have, on the whole, ‘ become simply the most irreligious of insti¬ 
tutions, mischievous in the very degree of their power.’’’ Now here is the rather tame 
original of this rash and atrocious deliverancer—“The Churches are the mesas, but 
R^igion is the end; and if they, instead of being^well content to be and to be held 
means, good in the degree of their fitness and efficiency, regard and give tliemsslves 
ont as ends, then they become simply the most irreligious of institutions, misehievoas 
in the very degree of £eir power." (CoNTEMroHAUT Kuviuw, March, 1884, p. 354.) 
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cutting short disputes by virtue of its inspiration.^' * The Christian 
religion may indeed be so conceived, but not the religion of Christ. 
The Churches have given the former, historical being, but they have 
been only attempts at the latter. Here, if anywhere, " the best is 
yet to be;" the conditions of realization, ra^er than the realization 
itself, are in process of becoming In the New Testament no two 
ideas are more distinct than those of the kingdom of heaven or of 
God, and of the Church; they differ not only formally, but materially. 
The one is the idea Jesus most loves ^to state and to explain, that he 
has most often and variously illustrated by metaphor and parable, that 
He has steeped in the most august associations, made glorious to hope, 
beautiful by its promises, awful by its threatenings; the other He has 
but twice expressed, once in a casual way, and once solemnly in the 
address to Peter, yet in words that almost seem chosen with the view 
of accentuating its difference from the ‘Kingdom. He builds the 
Church, but He founds the Kingdom; human agency may help 
in the one, but He alone is active in the other. The apostles plant 
churches, but not kingdoms; they ordain elders, but do not anoint 
kings. The Kingdom is universal, ethical, ideal, invisible, what 
already is, yet what is still to be. Men arc to come from the East 
and West, and are to sit down with Abraliam and Isaac and Jacob in 
the Kingdom of God ; the little child is in it as well as the grown 
man; the publican and sinner may enter before the Pharisee or 
Scribe. It is the possession of the poor in spirit and the persecuted; 
it is righteousness, joy, peace in the Holy Ghost ;t it is inner, abides 
within men—is outer, working, secretly like the leaven hidden in the 
meal; it is hero and now, yet men are to pray, “Tbykingdom come." 
It ever moves in a circle of ideas that imply the sole sovereignty 
of God, the sphere where He reigns and men obey, and His 
rewards are unto the. meek and the obedient. But to all this«thc 
idea of the Churcli stands in contrast: it is vast, visible, instru¬ 
mental, the scene of varied human activities and agencies—a society 
men may constitute, order, and administer. The Church is a body, 
a building, a (;pmmunity. There are many chmrches; each city may 
have one or several; in them differences may emerge and disputes 
rage; man may rule or be ruled, excommunicate or be excom¬ 
municated. The Church was the favourite apostolic idea, as the 
Kingdom was Christ's; While He founded the Kingdom, the Apostles 
planted, not a Church, but churches. And while these w^re the 
means, Christ's was the end; the Kingdom was the religion, but the 
churches the method of its realization. It is an eternal ideal, ever 
in process of embodiment, doing its work by virtue alike of the 
immanence which makes it everywhere present and active, and of the 


* CosTEuroRASY Beyisw, Kovember, p. 657> 


+ Horn. xiT. 17. 
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transcendence which makes it a goal to be ever approached^ yet 
never reached; they are historical facts and factors, woi^kisg in the 
interests and for the realization of the ideal, creating the conditions 
needed for it, exhibiting the sutcessive and progressive attempts at 
its achievement. To identify the churches with the religion is to 
commit a blunder of the first order; it is to losd the ideal of 116806 , 
to materialize the spiritual, to reduce to the forms of yiace and con* 
hue witliin the limits of time the infinite and the eternal. Such a 
view may be false—that has ,yet to be proved; but its idea of 
religion, its work and possibilities, are sublime enough to stand with¬ 
out shame iu the presence of the most exalted doctriue of historical 
Christianity; and it does not lie open to Dr. Barry's criticism’—nay, 
it deprives it of all its relevance. Means that become ends are mis¬ 
chievous ; churches may claim to be “ the Christian religion,” but 
wc cannot allow tlicm to be’the religion of Christ. 

3. But the other is the greater and graver question: How does 
authority stand related on the one hand to religion, and on the 
other to reason ? Dr. Barry says that 1 hare, made an assault 
upon authority itself, considered as the basis of revealed religion.” 
And be argues, in effect, thus: ' If you admit the authority of Christ, 
you admit in principle the very thing you have been contending 
iigainst. There is no argument against an infallible Church that 
may not be directly turned against a visible Christ.” " If a dogmatic 
Church is unreasonable, a dogmatic or inspired Christ is un¬ 
necessary.” ^ Your position, therefore, is illogical, and from it there 
arc only two logical issues: either maintain your polemic against 
authority as embodied iu ‘ Home, and reduce it to consistency and 
completeness by denying the authority of Christy* or, maintain the 
authority of Christ, and follow the principle to its legitimate and 
complete and most august expression iu the Church of Rome. This 
is a fair argumentum ad hominem^ and deserves careful and dispassionate 
discussion. • • ’ 

(i.) The whole argument is vitiated by an initial assumption—this, 
viz., that the two authorities arc in nature and qualify identical 
and equivalent. While in both cases the one word is used, it ex¬ 
presses two distinct and even op^ed notions. There is no sense iu 
which Home is an authority that Christ is one; and no sense in 
which Christ is an authority that Home is one. He is an authority 
in the sense that conscience is; it' is an authority in the sense that 
the law and the legislature a^e authorities. His is personal, moral, 
living ; its is organized, definitive, determinative, administrative. The 
authority which springs from a person, and is exercised through 
conscience, is the basis of freedom; but the authority of a judicial 


VOL, XLVIII. 


* CORTSMFOBIKT ReVIEW, p. 600. 
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tribunal or detorminatire conclave is its limitation or even abroga* 
tion. The one presents matter for interpretation and belief, but the 
other decides what is to be believed, and in what sense. The 
attribute or essential characteristic of Christ's authority as ex¬ 
ercised and accepted is Sovereignty, but the attribute and note 
of the papal authority is Infallibility. Christ is not infallible 
in the papal^ sense, and the papal is not sovereign in the sense 
predicated of Christ. Christ defines no dogma, formulates no 
ex cHthedvd judgment concerning {he mode in which his own 
person and the relation of the two natures must be conceived, or 
concerning the rank and conception of his mother, or indeed on any 
of those things on which Rome has most authoritatively spoken ; 
while the methods of Rome in enforcing her decrees are those of a 
legal or judicial or institutional sovereignty. So absolute is thi^ 
difference and so emphatic the contrast between * the two authorities 
that we may say, to allow the sovereignty of Christ is to disallow the 
infallibility of Rome, and to adopt the latter is to exchange a 
moral supremacy, which permits no secular expediencies or diplo¬ 
macies, for one legal and deliberative, which must be now rigid and 
now clastic as the public interests or the expediencies of the hour 
may demand. If, then, there is to be argument from the principle 
of authority, it must conduct to an entirely different conclusion from 
Dr. Barry’s. If wo accept authority as embodied in Rome, wc can¬ 
not admit it as personalized in Christ; if wc admit it as personalized 
in Christ, we cannot accept it as.embodied in Rome. That wc admit 
Ills, is no argument why wc should admit another, but rather why 
no other should be admitted, especially 'as that other is entirely 
distinct in nature, opposite in kind, and incompatible in action. To 
supplement Christ by the Church'is to substitute the Church for 
Christ, to pass from^ the freedom of a moral sovereignty to the 
bondage of a judicial infallibility. And so the most conclusive 
argument against an infallible Church is»a sovereign Christ. 

(ii.) ‘'But this, it may be said, is to admit the very principle of autho¬ 
rity against^whicb you so strenuously contended; it is authority all 
the same, whether it be of Christ or the Church.” But, as has just 
been argued, the difference between Christ and the Church makes 
their authorities altogether different. They can he compared only to 
be contrasted, and arc related as the incompatible and the mutually 
exclusive. And this relation is due not to the antagonism of rival 
or opposed authorities akiu in order or nature, but to the radical 
difference or essential incompatibility in character and kind of the 
authorities themselves. Authority as organized, legal, definitive^ 
judicially and officially infallible, embodied in an episcopate or con¬ 
clave or church, is one thing, and the authority, personal, moral, 
religious, which Jesus claimed, is another thing altogether j and the 
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very arguments which proved the former a violation of Qod’a own 
order, prove the latter its highest expression or manifestation. 1 
cannot allow, indeed, in Dr. Barry’s sense of the word, that authority 
is " the basis of revealed religion.” Revelation, but not authority, 
is the basis of all religion. Without the pi^cncc and action of 
God in i^aturc, through reason, and on man, I could not conceive 
religion as existing at all. That it exists anywhere is 4o me evidence 
that God has been active there, seeking man, as man has been seek¬ 
ing Him. Whatever truth. i» at any place or any moment found, 
comes from God, and reveals the God from whom it comes. But 
all llis truth comes through persons, and Xhe degree and quality of 
trutli that so comes is the measure of the persons' authority. Belief 
is not grounded on authority, but authority is realized through 
belief. Jesus lias authority over me because I believe in Him; I do 
not believe in Him* because of His authority. His words become 
authoritative through faith; faith docs not come because His words 
are authoritative. Hie sovereignty is felt to be legitimate and abso¬ 
lute because His absolute truth is recognized; and to this recogni¬ 
tion, authority, in the Roman sense, not only does not contribute, but 
is through and through opposed. To believe in Christ because of 
the Churches decrees and determinations is to believe in the Church, 
not in Christ, and to accept its infallibility instead of His sove¬ 
reignty. The authority based on truth as believed and loved, is in 
barmony with reason; the authority that claims to be the basis and 
infallible judge of truth, is contrary to it. 

It is impossible indeed, in the few pages allowed me by the grace 
of the editor, to discuss these large questions. Enough to say, the 
Bible never was to Protestants an authority in a similar or even a 
kindred sense to that in which Rome was to Romanists. The 
difference comes out in its most manifest fbrm in the so-called 
principle or doctrine of private judgment, which means that the Bible 
was, by its very nature, nqt'a body of formal ex cathedrd determina¬ 
tions, but, as it were, the home and source of the material that was 
to be determined by the living Christian spirit, as ilhimined and 
guided by the indwelling Spirit of God. To this position the 
exercise of the reason was a necessity; truth could be authoritative 
only as it was believed, and belief was possible only as the mind was 
convinced and satisfied. This does not mean that men must follow 
an argumentative process before they can believe, but it does mcau 
that it is always their right and in certain cases may be their 
manifest duty'so to do. In saying this we say that religion is truth, 
and has as truth nothing to fear from the freest exercise of the 
reason, though much to fear from the partial or prejudiced or 
sluggish intellect; that the only authority possible to it, or the 
persons who bring and* realize it, is the sovereignty that comes of its 

3u2 
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and their imperial and imperative truth. Such an attitude seems 
to mo the only attitude that has living faith either iu God or religion, 
citlicr in Christ or His kingdom. If 1 read Jlis mind aright, lie 
would rather have His Church live face to face and contend hand to 
hand with the ques^tioning and critical reawn, than see it hedged 
round by the most peremptory aitd invulnerable infallibility. It is 
too wide and too comprehensive to be so hedged in, for now, as of 
old, God docs not leave Himself anywhere without a witness. His 
lines have gone out through all the ea];;tb, and Ilis word to the end 
of the world. 

4 

I wish it had been possible to end tips paper here and thus. I 
have now, as before, stiqliously endeavoured to speak of Card'inal 
Newman, even while profoundly differing from him and severely judg¬ 
ing the philosophic principles on which he has based bis special Catholic 
apologetic, with all the respect and even reverence due to his great 
age, great services, and eminent saintliness; but he has been pleased 
to adopt in this ease a method and style of controversy that might 
well provoke, and even justify, speech of another sort. He is the 
best judge of the spirit and manner that in such circumstances most 
become him, but I cannot follow him into the postscript he appended 
to bis j)apcr without a distinct and solemn protest. Passion, invec¬ 
tive, and inuendo arc things easily repaid in kind; but if the original 
use of them were unworthy, any imitation were uuwortliier still. 
What lias to be said in correction will be said in the plainest possible 
way, in full remembrance that the person corredted is Cardinal 
Newman. 

He says : that I have after all ” selected for adverse notice (over 
and above the "Apologia") only "some clauses in an Oratorian and two 
sentences in an 0.\fovd Sermon" (p. 400). The facts are these: 
On the si.\ pages which, in the May number of this Review, are 
more specially devoted to the discussion *of Dr. Newman’s position, 
tlierc are twenty-four references to his works, the list including the 
"Apologia,”'"The Grammar of Assent," "University Sermons,” 
" Discourses to Mixed Congregations," and the " Letter to the Duke 
of Norfolk." Every one of these references seemed and seem to me 
necessary to the criticism. 

He says of the criticism on the " Grammar of Assent," " not a 
shred of quotation is given to support this charge, not a single refer- 
euce" (p. 467). True,so far as the selected sentences are concerned; 
but on the preceding pages there are, bearing directly on' the criticism 
and leading up to it, nine references to the " Grammar." 

He says again: " At the end of it, instead of such necessary 
proof, a sentence is tacked on to it, which after some search I found, 
not in the essay on Assent, but in one of my sermons, written above 



REASON AND REUGION 


861 


thirty years beforet taken out of its context, and cut off from the 
note upon it which I had added in its Catholic edition.” At the 
bottom of the page a reference to the sermons, in the Catholic 
edition too, is giTcn, and a further reference for comparison to a 
remark by Mr. Lilly on.the passage and its note.^ 

I feel jmmiliatcd at having to iFotice at the end of a grave dis¬ 
cussion such things as these, but they were the weapons Cardinal 
Newman used, demanding and receiving notice only because they 
were his. Worthier are the fiye •instances of what he considers specific 
misconception or misrepresentation; but if, instead of attempting to 
rebut the criticisms of a man "whose own opinions, to tell the truth,” 
he liad “not a dream of” (p. 461), he had done something to under¬ 
stand the critic and his criticism, even thesp charges would not have 
been made—at least, not in their present form. In no one of these 
five instances would*! allow'his construction to be correct. It was 
in Dr. Newmau s choice to intervene or not in this controversy, but 
it is not in his choice to be allowed, unchallenged, to intervene on 
false grounds. He has closed with one epilogue,! might retort with 
another; but, instead, I will utter no word that would rebuke the 
Iccling, which has uever, amid all this severe and adverse criticism, 
died from my heart, of grateful reverence for John Henry Cardinal 
Newman. 


A. M. r.URBAIllX, 



TWO .SONGS. 


BELOVED. 


Mortal, if thou art beloved, 

Life's offences are removed ; 

And the fateful things that checked thcc, 
Hallow, hearten, and protect thee. 
Grow’st thou mellow ? What is age ? 
Tinct on life's illumined page, 

Where the purple letters glow 
Deeper, painted long ago. 

What is sorrow ? Comfort’s prime, 
Love's choice Indian summer clime. 
Sickness !—thou wilt pray it worse 
For so blessed balmy nurse. 

And for death 1—when thou art dying 
'Twill be Love beside thee lying. 

Death is lonesome ? Oh, how brave 
Shows the foot-frequented grave ! 

Heaven itself is but the casket 
For Love's treasure, ere he ask it,— 

Ere with burning heart he follow, 
Piercing through corruption's hollow. 

If thou art beloved, oh then 
Fear no grief of mortal men. 
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YOUTH AND AGE. 


When liigh Zeus first peopled earth. 

As sages say, 

All were chiWrtn'of one birth— 

Helpless nurslings 1 Doves and bees 
Tended their soft infancies : * 

Hand tq hand they tossed the ball ; 

And none smiled to see the ])Hiy, 

N^or stood aside 
In pride 

Audj)lcasurc of their youthful day. 

All waxed gray, 

Mourning in companies' the winter dearth. 
Whatever they saw befall 
Their neighbours, they 
Felt in themselves: so lay 
On life a pall. 


Zeus at the confusion smiled 
And said : " From hence 
Man by change must be beguiled; 

Age with royalties of death, * 

Childhood sweeter than its breath 
Will be won, if we provide 
Generations* (j^ffereiicc.** 

Wisely he planned; 

The tiny hand 

In eld*s weak palm found providence ; 

And each through influence 

Of things beholden and not borne grew mild ; 

Youths, by the old man's side, 

Tbeir turbulence 
To crystal sense 
Saw clarified. 


Michael Field. 



GOVERNMENT IN THE UNITED STATES. 


niHE events which followed upon the Civil War have turned the 
L attention of Europe to the United States in a manner previously 
unknown. The results of that war in forms which jwobably had 
entered into the imagination of very few Europeans, the immense 
development of material wealth, the vast and increasing westward 
exodus from Europe, which, if it furnishes to some countries an 
outlet for their surplus population, causes uneasiness to others by 
diminisliing the supply of food for powder, and with all this, strange 
talcs of political corruption and social disorganization, perhaps a not 
unwelcome ingredient in a picture otherwise not wholly agreeable— 
these things have aroused a consciousness of a very important factor 
in the world^s affairs making its way to the front. 

Observers of the fijst rank—Herbert Spencer, Matthew Arnold, 
James Bryce, E. A. Freeman, &c.—“Lave thought it worth wlule to 
give a little serious study to social and political phenomena, in a 
different spirit from the contemptuous caricaturists who in former 
days alone hpnoured us with their attention. It is curious to follow 
the puzzled and uncertain steps of all these writers in their efforts to 
generalize from details, to observe their difficulty in reconciling so 
much of thrift, sobriety and intelligence, with such looseness, not to 
say offensiveness, of social and political organization, such wide¬ 
spread suspicion of corruption in public bodies with such apparent 
respectability of most of the members, in explaining why it is that, 
among such a mass of conservative and well-intentioned citizens, the 
control of politics should have everywhere fallen into the hands of a 
small number of organized wire-pullers and intriguers. 

I have thought that a contribution to the discussion might not be 
unwelcome from one who has for many years studied the subject on 
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the spot, with a stront^ love for and faith in the future of his country, 
but with freedom, as he hopes, at least from such settled prejudice 
as might affect the impartiality of his couclusions. 

The first thing to be noted is that the political history and con¬ 
dition of the Ignited tjtates are not regulated by any exceptional 
laws unlike those prevailing elsewhere. They arc perfectly consistent 
developments of principles which arc visible through, the whole at 
least of the modern history of Europe, though applied under different 
conditions. It will be neecssavy, therefore, to cast a glance at this 
hi&tory, not for the purpose of presenting anything new, but as 
showing the standpoint from which we pro to regard American 
aff;iirs. 

Under the feudal system of the Middle A^cs we sec a multitude of 
nearly independent nobles, each with his band of armed retainers, 
making constant ^v^a^ upon*each otlicr, and oppressing the peaceful 
portion of the community. This became so intolerable that the 
pct)plc lent their aid to the strongest or most popular of these nobles 
in crushing his rivals or reducing them to subjection, and thus 
establishing a government strong enough to protect its subjects from 
all oppression but its own. This process took place over nearly all Europe 
at the same time. The INidors in England ; Louis XI., followed by 
llichclicu, in France ; Ferdinand and Isabella in Spain ; the Ivans in 
Ilussia;—all accomplislied the same work within a century and a half. 
It was because no power arose in Clcrmany and Italy strong enough to 
do thi.9, that those eountrie.s remained divided into fractious, and have 
been going through, viuiatis mutandis, in the last quarter of a century 
just what other parts of Europe experienced three hundred years ago. 
Despotism, however, backed by standing armies, produced abundant 
evils of its own, and modern political history may be said to consist 
in the struggle to limit the executive power* without destroying it. 
For the destruction of executive power means anarchy, and anarchy, 
w'hcre there is anything Hke density of population, means a swift 
and sure return to despotism. 

Of the three branches into which government, according to the 
modern view, is divided, the executive is the only one which is 
absolutely essential. “ Armies,says Macaulay, “ have been vic¬ 
torious under bad generals. No army was ever victorious under a 
debating club.^' In like manner, governments have been fairly well 
conducted where executive, legislative, and judicial powers were all 
represented by one man. No government has ever been able per¬ 
manently to maintain itself where a numerous legislature has taken 
upon itself directly the work of administration. It is a very simple 
proposition that a people cannot govern themselves. No matter how 
great maybe their virtue or intelligence or education,it is impossible 
for millions of units to agtec upon complex details of policy or 
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administration.* Baffled at every turn, they become discouraged and 
apathetic, fall a prey to demagogues and intriguers, and at length 
seek protection in the strong hand from insult and plunder.f 

It is not at first sight so obvious, while it is yet perfectly true, 
that a legislature is almost as incompetent to govern as a people. Its 
members have a m^tch more present sense of their pil^vate interests 
and those of the local constituencies, than of the interelts of the 
whole people. The temptation tp self-assertion, unaccompanied by 
responsibility, is very great; and, apart from these things, honest 
difiercnce of opinion is enough to paralyze action. The intriguer 
again finds his opportunity; what was at first only helplessness 
becomes corruption, and t'he people, disgusted with their representa¬ 
tives, arc only too ready to listen to any adventurer who has a genius 
for organizing strong administration. 

Hence it is that the progress of popular government, in fact the 
political history of the nineteenth century, turns upon the efforts of the 
various nations to establish governments strong enough to protect their 
citizens, and yet compelled by responsibility to public opinion to use 
their power for the best welfare of the whole nation. If the people 
arc unable directly to govern themselves, it is equally true that they 
do not wish to govern. They very much prefer to attend to their 
private affairs and to have their governing done for them. A legis¬ 
lature, on the other hand, distinctly does wish to govern. To use the 
words of the late Mr. Bagehot, “ A legislative chamber is greedy and 
covetous; it acquires as much, it concedes as little as possible. The 
])as8ions of its members arc its rulers; the law-making faculty, the 
most comprehensive of the imperial faculties, is its instrument; it 
will take the administration if it can take it.^^ Though the danger 
is less obvious, encroachment by the legislature upon the executive 
is just as certain to be attempted as the contrary. If in this battle 
the executive wins, government is possible, though it may be bad \ if 
the legislature wins, government becomes in the long run impossible. 
Popular government therefore, if it is to justify its existence in the 
w'orld, will Jiavc not merely to do that at which it has hitherto 
chiefly aimed, the providing an effective control of the executive 
power, but the still more difficult task which has hardly received any 
attention at all, that of taking security against the ambition of 
legislatures. 

The first, the longest, and the most successful experiment in the 
direction indicated has been made in Great Britain, and it is hardly 

* Compare Mr. Spencer's reply (Contemporary Revibw, January^ 1883) to iho 
inquiry, “But will not education, the dififusion of political knowledge, lit men for free 
institutions?” 

t Perhaps it is the observation of this tendency which led to Mr. Spencer's remark, 
that tlie American people, with all their material progress, seem to Be ^adualiy 
losing their freedom.” 
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an exaggeration to say that the world owes more to the experience 
thus gaiued than to that of all other governments together. 

After the uprising against arbitrary power which ended with the 
execution of Charles the First, the Loug Parliament tried to govern. 
It M'us probably as good^a body of men as the country could produce, 
but through ifs jealoubica and distractions and wabt of administrative 
unity it failed, as- legislatures trying to govern always have failed, 
and ahravs will fail. 

Cromwell was not au accident, but a necessity, and if it had not 
been he, it would have been somebody else. After liis death the need 
of a strong executive brought back the Stuarts, while on the expul¬ 
sion of James 11. the recurrence of anarchy was obviated by the 
importation, if I may use the word, of William and Mary. Then 
began the development of the great principle of the modern Britisli 
Constitution, that the sovereign reigns but does not govern, under 
which power almost despotic is entrusted to the Ministry of the day, 
so long as they command the - confidence of Parliament and the 
country; while, when they lose it, they can Ikj displaced, and u policy 
of government exactly contrary be entered upon, without the 
violent revolution involved in a change of dynasty. Through the 
working of this principle, all the great reforms of this century havo 
been brought about peacefully and without bloodshed, while in no 
other country have they been attained, even in part, unless at the 
expense of disastrous wars. Those who have fully studied its opera¬ 
tion will look forward without fear to two other victories which it 
has yet to achieve, in the relation to Ireland and in the tenure of 
laud. The names of AValpoIc, Chatham, Pitt, Peel, Palmerston, 
Bcaconsficld, and Glaclstouo, rcprescut tlie real government of Gicat 
Britain much more than do those of the kings ana queens. By giving 
their adlicsiou to executive leaders who represent certain prijiciples, 
the mass of the people arc exempted from the necessity of agreement 
as to the details of application of these principles; while through 
those leaders they can compel the legislature to purity and modcra- 
tiou, to eflBciciicy and progress. ^ 

The parallelism of modem English and French history illustrates 
the principles which underlie T)oth. The execution of Jjouis XVI. 
corresponds to that of Charlcsj I. The National and Legislative 
assemblies failed precisely as the Long Parliament failed, though in 
a degree more disastrous in proportion to the differing circumstances. 
The same cause which in England produced Cromwell, in France 
produced Napoleon, after an intermediate and abortive attempt by 
Bobespierre. The fall of Napoleon involved the return of the Bour¬ 
bons, just as the death of Cromwell did tliat of the Stuarts. The flight 
of Charles X. and the succession of the Orleans dynasty answer again 
to those of James II. and William and Mary; but here the parallel 
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ceases. The objective point of the subsequent history has indeed 
been the same, the arriving at a working relation between executive 
and legislature, but with very different success. There was no 
element in France to enforce upon Couis Philippe the parliamentary 
control which laid under William III. the foundations of the future 
structure, and if Louis Philippe ^nd Guizot were less arbitrary than 
Charles X. aii/l James II. they had to do with a people who, with 
the memory of 1789, were much k*ss patient than the English of the 
Kevolution. . The. events of 1848 cw'crcd many important lessons, 
but none more so than the enforcement of the old one, that a legisla¬ 
ture cannot govern, and that a strong executive is a political ucecssity 
for any society, but especially for a democratic society. France paid 
dearly enough in the next twenty years for thil experience, but only 
a determined pessimist can say, under tlie Third Republic, that she 
lias learned nothing. The hhiglish ihstitutidh of a responsible 
ministry, wliicb, by the way, all European countries in their consti¬ 
tutional experiments have been obliged to adopt, has had an honest 
and upon the whole a fair trial. The obstacles—and they arc such 
us must cause the gravest anxiety to all friends of true liberty—have 
arisen from the old abuse, the cueroachment of the chambers on tlie 
executive, and notably in the matter of finance. Parties arc so 
broken up that no ministers can command more than a momentary 
majority, and the executive is tliua rendered weak and finetuating. 
These parties have not learned what two centuries have taught the 
English, that to secure success they must submit in minor details 
with strict discipline to the leaders whom they have chosen, de¬ 
manding only that those leaders shall in general represent their 
principles. It is t}m political education of the people and their 
interest in public affairs, as yet in infancy in France, which must he 
looked to to obtain this result.* 

The course of events in Italy points in the same direction. There 
is the same fractional division of partibs, the same instability of 
ministries, and the same fluctuation of executive administration, 
modified to some extent by the practical common-sense which seems 
to he a marked quality of the Italians. 

This brief summary leads us again to affairs in the United States. 
It is* to be noted that, unlike all European countries, there has been, 
cither in the Federal government or in those of the States, nothing 
like a strong executive. The greatest difficulty felt by General 
W^ashington during the War of the Revolution was from the incohe¬ 
rent and discordant action of Congress and the different colonial legis¬ 
latures, and it was to obviate this, which threatened the ruin of the old 
Confederation, that the Constitution of the United States was adopted. 

* Compare in this connection the interesting article of M. Jules Dietz in the 
PwtniQhtly for December 1SS2. 
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Ou paper a single executive Lead was provided for, and that instrument 
expressly declares that the three branches, executivci legislative, and 
judicial, should he kept iudepeudent of each other. In practice the 
legislature, by a steady process of absorption, has taken possession of 
almost all the powers of^the executive, and is fast assuming those of 
the judiciary. An impression prevails in Europe? that the Frcsideiit 
has powcA almost exceeding those of auy crowned head. Nothing 
can be farther from the truth, ye has, indeed, great power if he 
will use it in submission to tlic dictates of members of. the legisla- 
turn. If he attempts to assert Ins iudcpcndcncc, he fiuds himself as 
helpless as the lion of the fable in the meshes of the net. The recent 
American novel, " Democracy,” has excited some attention in Eng¬ 
land, and is discussed in an article in the Fortnightly by Mr. Bryce. 
Though written in a sj)irit of liitter hostility and unfairness, it con¬ 
tains much of truth.* llcailws of that novel will remember what an 
insignificant and contemptible position the Fresident occupies in the 
liaiids of a man like Senator Kadclide. It is substantially true of 
every President, with the single exception, for reasons to be hereafter 
stated, of Mr. Lincoln. 

The methods l}y which this result has been brought about arc 
chiefly two. Every foreigner who examines our government is 
struck, and apparently puzzled, by the fact tliat the Cabinet officers 
arc wholly excluded from appearing in Congress, and from any share 
in the debates upon or the guidance of legislation. Mr. Bagehot, in his 
Avork ou the English Constitution, after explaining that its keystone, 
the pivot upon wliich it turns, is the institution of a responsible 
Ministry, proceeds to assume that the presence of the Cabinet officers 
in (/ougress is prohibited by our Constitution—an imprcKSsion shared 
by most if not all European writers—and argues that even if it were 
not, it would not be possildc under what he palls the Fresideutiai 
system. There is something triumphant iu the tone with which he 
declares, iu cffcot, Tlie Auvoricans have many excellent things, but 
this they have not and cannot have.” As to his second point, a 
responsible Ministry seems to be perfectly practicable under the Pre¬ 
sidential system in France. The defects of its operation arise, as 1 
have already remarked, from the fact that the executive has not yet 
been able to assert itself as against the legislature. If it ever does 
so within constitutional limits, it will be through this very institution 
wliich Mr. Bagehot rates so highly. In point of fact, the Constitution 
of the United States contains no such prohibition. The Cabinet is as 
completely unknown to it as the kindred element was unknown 
formerly to the British Constitution, Its organization was a 
subsequent administrative arrangement. At the time of the first 
Congress, President Washington, accompanied by the Secretary of 
State, Gen. Knox, appeared more than once on the floor of the 
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Senate, and took part in the discusaion. When Alexander Hamilton, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, sent irord to the House of Representa¬ 
tives that, in accordance with their direction, he had prepared a report 
upon the finances, he asked whether they would reeeive it orally or 
in writing. In ^the debate which followed it was urged that 
members could not understand* the report unless it was^explained 
orally; and en the other side that, if it was printed, members could 
take it home and study it. Iti seems obvious enough that both 
methods might have been combined *wjth advantage. But the sure 
instinct, which prompts a legislature to contract as far as possible the 
powers of the executive, Jed to a vote in favour of written communi¬ 
cation exclusively, and that vote settled the practice to this day. Just 
as a vote of Congress established the practice, !i vote of Congress can 
reverse it at any time ; but the same motives which then prevailed, 
backed by confirmed tradition, make Congress unwilling to consider 
the subject. 

The second expedient for a legislative control of the President is 
the requirement of confirmation of his executive appointments by the 
Senate. Originally this was applied to a small number of the prin¬ 
cipal officers, hut the Senate has been constantly extending its claims 
till they now cover a considerable part of the whole executive offices, 
something like 100,000 in number. Almost every day, at the close 
of its jmblic business, the Senate goes into what is called executive 
session," in which with closed doors the party, majority decides, 
without giving him or his advisers any hearing, upon the acceptance 
or rejection of the President's nominaticfns. It is evident that to 
avoid the mortification of a rejection, he must make these with an 
eye to the favour of the Senate rather than to the public service, and 
without regard to the political jobbery or mutual trading which may 
influence that body. * 

A curious episode, from a political point of view, was furnished by 
the civil war. A legislature may for a'while carry on government 
tolerably in time of peace, but there is one problem which it cannot 
manage, and that is war. Frightened by .the public clamour, and 
utterly unable to deal with the situation, Congress virtually abdicated 
its powers, and voted obediently whatever the executive required. 
For four years the United States were governed, of course with the 
tacit consent of the people, by a practical military despotism. But 
no sooner was the war ended than Congress hastched to reassert 
itself by the impeachment of President Johnson and the passage of 
the “ Tenure of Office Bill," according to which not only appoint¬ 
ments to, but removals from, office were made dependent on tlip 
pleasure of the Senate. The fetters of the executive were riveted 
more strongly than ever. 

In trying to make clear to English readers the consequences of 
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this subjection of the executive to legislative domination, I shall 
appeal to their imaginatiou. Let them suppose that the Ministry 
never entered or had any voice in Parliament at all, and occupied 
merely the positions of permanent undcr-secretaries; and instead of 
the personal questions which are daily and publicly addressed to them, 
that no official inquiry could be raadc^at all, unless u^on an express reso¬ 
lution of \ majority of the House, to which a writteu^answer might 
be made after a greater or Ic^s intgrval of time, and giving as much 
or as little information as migl^t be convenient. Let them suppose 
that when Parliament came together it found absolutely no prepara¬ 
tion of public business, everything, even to the planning and course 
of policy on every subject^ remaining to be determined ; that when 
the House made choice of a Speaker, it elected not merely an officer 
to preside over its deliberations, but one wfio should have absolute 
power in making up»thc standing committees, with whom would rest 
almost the entire control of the government. Evidently he would 
be the most powerful individual in the government, yet without any 
direct responsibility for his actions. A candidate would almost inevi¬ 
tably try to secure support by promising places on important com¬ 
mittees, while private interests, both in and outside the chamber, would 
intrigue to set up a puppet fitted to forward their purposes. The 
committees so formed would be upon all sorts of subjects, and wholly 
independent of each other; as, for example, a committee of ways and 
means for raising money, and another of appropriations for spending 
it, cither paying very little regard to tlio other. This first stage in 
the organization of the House being passed, a deluge of bills and 
resolutions would pour in upon every conceivable subject, from re¬ 
funding the public debt to a pension for some^ individual who had 
broken his leg in the public service. As there would be absolutely 
no authority to determine which of these should receive attention 
from the House, the whole mass must be referred to tlic various com¬ 
mittees, with this important consequence, that only upon the report 
of a committee could anything be taken up by tlic House, thus 
furnishing the most dangerous facilities fur intngue in strangling 
legislation. These committees w'ould deliberate in secret, the public 
knowing nothing of their motives and reasons of action, while around 
them would grow up what is known in Washington as the “ lobby ”— 
that is, a set of men making a profession for hire of influencing the 
committees. To these men, with their wits sharpened by long practice, 
with unlimited command of money and absolutely free from scruple, 
every member of Parliament would be known as soon as elected, and 
his character and antecedents, his circumstances, his weaknesses, and 
his vulnerable points, would be noted down with a view to future 
operations, and every expedient known to humanity be employed to 
bring him into subjection. A crowd of members, fresh from the 
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country^ knowing little of each otlicr, and finding no organization for 
defciiccj would be as helpless as sheep among wolves. While the 
committees were passing the winter in deliberation^ the Parliament 
as a body would have no employment, and would probably verify 
another saying of Mr. Bagehot, that '' if you gather together the 
ablest body of men and give tl^m nothing to do, they will quarrel 
about that nothing.’^ In the last few weeks of the se&sion, the 
business whicfi ought to have been discussed during the winter is just 
ready to come in. lleports of committees, often delayed on purpose 
by the lobby, pour in together, l^e^e is no time for debate. At 
the risk of stopping the wheels of government, the bills for revenue 
and expenditure must be passed, whatever provisions they may happen 
to contain. There is a confused rush, and ( those measures only 
become law which have had the greatest skill in intrigue applied 
in support of them. A farther stretch of imagination may picture 
the position of Ministers who should be obliged to work with legis¬ 
lation arrived at in this way. Much fault is found, and perhaps 
justly, with the slowness and procrastination of Parliament as it is. 
Compared with what it would become under a few years of such a 
regime as I have described, I believe it may be regarded as a miracle 
of promptness and efficiency. The purity of Parliament, in contrast 
with what existed a hundred years ago, is justly a source of pride to 
the British nation. If it were tried by only a short period of such 
temptations, the contrast might very easily be reversed. That thenj 
is really so little corruption in Congress is a very high testimony to 
the character of that body, and of the constituencies which elect 
it. I believe that direct personal corruption among members hardly 
exists at all. With the keenness of the newspaper press and tlic 
constituencies it would be too dangerous. The government is plun- 
ilcrcd indeed, shamelessly and outrageously, but it is through outside 
combiuations working through the lobby upon the helplessness and 
want of organization of Congress. Ip the absence of executive 
power the government is not strong enough to protect itself. 

But the whole story is not yet told. In a Parliament wliolly 
without official leaders, and where all the Jiembers stood on a pre¬ 
cisely equal footing, all personality would be lost. Business, both in 
the committees and the Houses, being a pure matter of majorities 
and minorities, might, as far as the information of the public is con¬ 
cerned, be conducted by day labourers as well as by so many 
Gladstones. Individuals of the Opposition can now enforce reponsi- 
bility upon individual Ministers; but the minority of a body can 
never call the majority to account. That majority will, in place of 
any other answer, vote itself to be in the right. The tyranny of a 
majority tolerates criticism as little as the absolute chief of a standing 
army. Tha electors have therefore nothing to guide their choice. 
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No candidate can offer,himself for their votes on the ground of what 
he has done or what he will do. The latter is no more under his 
control than the former. The election must therefore depend on 
other considerations. This brhigs me to speak of an institution 
which seems to be rega];dcd by a large class in England as a pestilence 
imported from America—something like the Colorado beetle. Mr. 
Eryce hal pointed out with much force the differencQ between the 
English and the American cauci^j though I think without fully 
recognizing the causes of that difference. In England a candidate 
for Parliament presents himself before* his constituents as the sup¬ 
porter of a particular set of ministers. As a Liberal or a Conserva¬ 
tive, he represents a certain number of measures or a certain policy 
which those ministci*© are trying to carry out, and his actions and 
speeches and votes arc all well known, iloreover, if one constitu¬ 
ency does not want^im, he'eau go to another, and there is always a 
competition for distinguished men. The caucus can do but little 
therefore in dictating the choice of men. On the other hand, it can 
watch the course of members, warn them of a divergence of practice 
from profession, and keep the constituencies informed as to what is 
going on. In the United States exactly the reverse is the case. 
Nobody einbodies any policy of any kind. In the elections of all 
degrees, from the offices of the smallest village to that of President 
of the United States, there arc preliminary meetings called conven¬ 
tions to nominate the party candidates. In the larger ones there is 
always a committee on resolutions, which are supposed to present the 
policy or platform of the party. In includes some general proposi¬ 
tions, sucli as that “ the tariff ought to be adjusted with a view to 
the best interests of the country,'^ or " the appointments in the civil 
service should be regulated by merit.” In fact, the platforms of 
both parties differ but little, unless in the use tof language. But no 
man can show for the past, or promise with any degree of truth for 
the future, any definite and» effective action towards putting these 
principles into practice. In this state of things, and with a salary 
besides attached to the office, honourable men cannot ask for election, 
and it has come to be regarded, to say the least, as indelicate to do 
so, while the choice is further hampered by the requirement, partly 
. dependent upon custom and partly upon law, of the residence of a 
candidate in the state or district or city ward for which he is 
nominated. The caucus or convention has little or nothing to do 
with measures or policy. It is given up to nominating men, and as 
there is nothing to guide the nominations from above, they must be 
built up from below. Every inducement is given to designing men 
to w'ork the caucus in favour of candidates who will reward their 
efforts with office or money. No inducement is given to virtuous 
citizens either to elect or be elected, because their efforts is the 
VOL. XLVIII, 3 N 
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public service cannot bear fruit. It often happens that the citizens 
of a particular district ^viil with energetic efforts elect a man of higli 
character, but it is always upon his private and not his public 
standing, llis very virtues unfit hi«n for the intrigue which is the 
only way of accomplishing even good work in Washington, and so, 
without any gain of influence gr of repuiation, he returns to his 
constituents discouraged and depressed, while they arc too apt to 
share his feelings.* 

I might go on to show how in all the states and cities of the 
Union the same process oL usurpatioA of executive powers by the 
legislature has been going on till the seieucc of administration in 
public affairs has almost *becn lost. It might also be of interest to 
trace in the political history of Great Britain ,aud the United States 
in the last fifty years th‘e operation of the general principles wliich 
have been laid down. To do this, however, would be beyond the limits 
of the iiresent article. What I have tried to show is, that, although 
the character, the habits of self-government, and the material well¬ 
being of the American people, have enabled them to get on fairly well, 
it has been under inctliods of government which in any Eurojicau 
country would produce a revolution within a year. The charges against 
universal'suffrage, political equality, and the absence of a governing 
class, merely mean that democracy, in its short experience of one 
hundred years, has not yet worked out the principles of a goverument 
at once strong and responsible to public opinion. Mr. Spencer, with 
all his tendency to the iaisse^ faire doctrine, is led to say, in con¬ 
templation of our affairs, “ everywhere, along with the reprobation 
of government intrusion into various spheres where private activities 
should be left to tlicmselves, I have contended that in its special 
sphere,—the maintenance of equitable relations among citizens,— 
governmental action should be extended and elaborated and Mr. 
W. E. Forster in a speech on some occasion has said, " The mass of 
the people far more than any class have *need of strong government.'* 
It is just the weakness of government in the very place, a large 
democracy, yherc it needs to be strongest, that has brought upon 
the United States the obloquy and the dangers which threaten their 
future. It may be said, “ But this is only another way of stating 
the same thing. Is there any reform or amendment possible short 
of that in which anarchy always ends, civil war and military 
despotism ?" While admitting the certainty of the result in the 
absence of such amendment, I answer the question unhesitatingly in 
the affirmative. It is a matter of common remark that the world is 
tending with rapid strides towards democracy; and to su^iposc that 

* I \70ul(l endorse strongly a recent observation of tho London Spectator; is not 
Democracy wliich prevents tlio rise of great figures m the Union, but the most craftily 
combined system of checks upon Democracy ever devised in this world.” 
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the human intellect, -which has achieved so much in- every other 
branch of practical science, should fail in this only, is not justifiable. 
I believe that Great Britain is better governed under her extended 
suffrage than she has ever been 1)efore; that she is in fact, in virtno 
of the principles whicl^ she has worked out, the best governed 
country in the world. But. in making this concession I claim for 
my own dbuntry the soundest average of public opinion and intelli¬ 
gence. The conduct of the mass^of the people during the -war, 
their enthusiasm for the Ujuctfi, the perfect absence of bitterness 
after the war had closed, told something of the spirit which was 
behind. If the South was badly governed ^afterwards, the fault was 
not in the will of the peo[Je but in the weakness of the Government. 
The politicians in all >hnir intrigues knew that the only chance with 
the people was in nominating men of pure and high character, like 
Hayes and Garfield, ^ven though they were not statesmen, for whom 
indeed there was no place.'’* In private enterprise, notably in the 
great railways, wc can offer examples of administration equal to any 
in the world. Already it begins to be discussed whether a respon¬ 
sible ministry cannot with advantage be included in our political 
arrangements, and municipalities arc beginning to find out that 
greater concentration of power and responsibility in the executive 
offers the solution of their difticulties. It must be remembered 
that the United States have passed through one crisis which all 
Europe regarded as involving the certain destruction of the Union, 
and which yet left it stronger than ever. It may well be that 
before fifty years have again passed by they may offer another 
spectacle of political achievement not less surprising or less wortliy 
of attention. « 

Gamaliel Braufoud. 

* When the Itcpnblican National Convention of 1881 noniinated, as the party candi¬ 
date for the Preshloncy, a niau a^'alust whom tlioro wero serious charges of inalfeasanco 
in office, the result was the defeat the Kopublican })aH;y, and the return of tito 
Democrats to power, after an interval of twenty-live years. 
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I N tl;c stirring liistory of the South-Eastern peninsula during 
the present century there have been few moments of deeper 
interest, few of a more doubtful outlook, than that at which I am 
writing. There have been times of more fearful interest; say the 
time when it hung in the balance whether Greece might not become 
a wilderness without inhabitant, or be peopled afresh by settlements 
of barbarians. Such dangers as that have passed by. Even the 
“ Great Powers," even the three so-called Imperial Powers, would 
liardly sit by and say that peace and order and equilibrium and the 
faith of treaties demanded another laying waste of Peloponnesos by 
another Ibrahim. ^ But we now look on and see a sight which, if 
less fearful in itself, is in some sort more grievous, and which at the 
first glance seems more disheartening, to all who have right and free¬ 
dom at heart, than any wrong that has ever been done by the mere 
brute force of the barbarian from the day of Kossovo to the day of 
Bntak. Two nations side by side, parts at least of two nations, have 
been set ftee from the yoke and have been called to a renewed 
national life after a bondage of ages, Iney have begun their new 
course ; they arc advancing towards an acknowledged place among 
the free and civilized states of Europe. They stand side by side in 
danger from the same enemies. They arc threatened on the one 
hand by the old oppressor from whom they have been set free, and, 
on the other hand, by the subtle/, the far more dangerous, enemy 
who lies waiting in his den to pick up some profit, however base, out 
of any disturbance that he can stir up among Tiis neighbours. Be¬ 
tween two nations, kindred in speech and creed and history, two 
nations with the same griefs to look back upon, with the same hopes 
to look forward to, set free but yesterday from the same oppressor. 
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threatened at every moment by the same dangers, wc might, if auy< 
where, have looked for that frieiiJlv union without which neither 
people can hope to maintain its freedom or its being. Wc might 
have hoped that that one of the two nations whose freedom was the 
older and more thorough, that whicU had risen to the full rank of 
an European kingdom,, might have looked with some kindliness on 
the ncighfiour which the mysterious will of what is strangely called 
Europe liad condemned still to drag about with it some insulting 
traces of its former bondage. ,Wc might have looked to see the 
Servian kingdom take the llulgarian •^mncipality iu 'hand, as an 
elder sister guiding a younger in the path on which slie has herself 
learned to walk before her. AVc might have deemed that every 
Servian heart would have rejoiced when one of the purest and most 
peaceful of revolutions raised another braucli of the same great race 
to a political level bdariug t6 their own. Wlmt we see instead is a 
grievous sight indeed. Two parts of the same nation, yearning for 
union but cruelly condemned to an unnatural partition, suddenly 
rise and bring about the union which is needful for. the national life. 
If there ever was a national act, a righteous national act, it was the 
union of Northern and Southern Bulgaria. That a neighbouring 
despot, who lives only by the weakness and disunion of nations, 
should gnash his teeth at such a sight as this is indeed not won¬ 
derful. But \voudcrful it surely is that a free people, a kindred 
pco]}lc, should sec in the happy union of their brethren a wrong to 
themselves which can be washed out only iu blood. The news of 
Bulgarian union—that is, the news of increased Slavonic strength- 
might indeed have sounded iu Servian cars as a call to arms, but as 
a call to arms against the common enemy, Tha Turk, be it never 
forgotten, still bolds in bondage botli Servian and Bulgarian soil: 
since “ Jiluropc decreed the strange partition of the Bulgarian 
lands, his yoke has grown even heavier than before. We might 
have looked to see Servians &nd Bulgarians march side by side to the 
deliverance of their brethren so cruelly betrayed. Instead of this, we 
see Servians and Bulgarians in arms; but it is in arms against each 
other. Without the shadow of a wrong done by Bulgarian to 
Servian, simply because Bulgaria has wrought her own union, 
Servian troops have entered Bulgarian territory in arms, and shed 
the blood of its defenders. No greater or more unprovoked 
wrong to an unoffending neighbour was ever wrought by Louis 
the Fourteenth or by either Buonaparte. And the defence is even 
more shameless than the act. The lowest doctrine of despots and 
diplomatists, the doctrine that the well-being of one nation is to be 
looked on as the damage of another, is taken into the mouth of a 
free people. We hear the jargon of “compensation" and 

“ equilibrium." . Because Bulgaria has become stronger, Servia is 
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held to have become \reaker; and Servians and Bulgarians are to 
be slaughtered; slaughtered under the eyes of rejoicing enemies on 
either sidc; to avenge the supposed damage done to Servia. To 
tliosc who stand outside^ it is hard to see how Servia lost by Bulgarian 
unity. But it is very easy to see that the mutual slaughter of Servian 
and Bulgarian, the abiding hatred between Servia and Bulgaria which 
is like to follow; is indeed a gain to the Austrian and the Turk. 

The facts of the case arc very simple. At the opening of the 
war of independence which began in Herzegovina in 1875, a 
large part Of Servia alrdady enjoyed practical independence; 
it formed a principalify; paying tribute to the Turk; but in 
other respects free. Bulgaria; a vague, word, but by which I 
mean all those lauds \yhcrc the whole or * the majority of the 
people is Bulgarian, was altogether in hopeless bondage to tlie 
Turk. Servia, like Montenegro, joined in the war, though with less 
success than Montenegro. Bulgaria, as all the world knows, became 
the special scene of the characteristic doings of the Turk, and was 
set free from his yoke by Russian deliverers. Then came the first 
treaty of San Stefano between Russia and the Turk, the treaty 
which created the famous big Bulgaria.” No one can doubt tliat 
it was too big. It undoubtedly took in some territory that was not 
Bulgarian, bnt Greek, perhaps also some territory that was not Bul¬ 
garian, but Servian. The San Stefano Treaty moreover had the 
great fault of doing nothing at all for Greece in any shape, and it 
strangely neglected Bosnia and Herzegovina, the very lands in 
which the patriotic movement had begun. But its faults were cast 
into the shade by the monstrous arraiigcmeuts of the Treaty of 
Berlin, the object of which seems to have been to secure the greatest 
unhappiness of the greatest number. Its only good provisions, that 
which suggested, rather that ordained, the deliverance of a part of 
enslaved Greece, were carefully worded so as to be capable of 
evasion. They remained wholly unfulfflled till Mr. Gladstone took 
office ; they remain partly unfulfilled still. But the provisions with 
regard to Bulgaria, being designed for the discouragement of free¬ 
dom, were carefully carried out. The land delivered by Russia was 
split into three. Part was handed over to the absolute dominion of 
the Turk. Part became a tributary principality, practically inde¬ 
pendent. Part, under the grotesque name of Eastern Roumclia—a 
name which would more naturally take in Constantinople—was put 
into a state between bondage and freedom, a state which it seems is 
in diplomatic jargon called administrative autonomy.” That is, it 
had a governor named by the Turk, but in its internal administration 
it has been nearly as free as the principality. For this threefohl 
division, above all for the cruellest part of it, the thrusting back into 
utter bondage of men already set free, no reason can be given, except 
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the natural dislike on the part of some who signed the Treaty to hear 
of the smallest advance on the part of right and freedom. The cir¬ 
cumstances of the countrv. the wishes of its inhabitants, called for 
union; but union is strength^ and to help towards the strength of a 
free people^ a Christian •peoplci was the thing ^ich some of those 
who signed the Treaty most wished’to hinder. The body then which 
■ is strangely spoken of as “ Europe ” decreed that Bulgaria should be 
divided, and therefore weak. “ Europe " had decreed the same in 
the case of Roumania, and the decree of “ Europe ” had gone for 
very little. Instead of the divided lands of Wallachia and Moldavia, 
which ** Europe ” had decreed to keep asunder, there has been for 
several years the independent kingdom of Roumania, needing only a 
little enlargement to *the north-west or north-east, whenever honest 
men get their own. ^ What the Rouman people had done the Bulgarian 
people might do also, and Northern and Southern Bulgaria might 
be united as well as Wallachia and Moldavia. And one day, a few 
weeks back, came the good news that they were united, that Northern 
and Soulhern Bulgaria had come together under' Prince Alexander 
by a peaceful rising. A brighter and more honourable day is not 
set down in the kalcndar of any people. 

Never was the conventional talk about foreign intriguers and the 
like more thoroughly out of place than when applied to such a 
movement as this. The Bulgarian people were suflPering under a 
gi'eat wrong; they deemed that the time for undoing that wrong had 
come, and they undid it. That they should be reviled for so doing 
by despots and the tools of despots is no more than they must have 
looked for. That a free nation should stoop to take up the 
language of despots against them, this is indeed a blow hard to 
bear. Bulgaria united her divided members, and Servia, and even 
Greece, talks of equilibriumand compensation.^^ Now, if wc 
had heard of a Servian march of deliverance into the Servian lands 
that arc still in bondage to tte Turk, and if wc bad presently heard that 
the motives of that march of dclivcrauce had been translated into tbe 
language of despots, we might perhaps have smiled.* Those who 
might have to be spoken to would fail to understand such words as 
nations ” and “ deliverance.'' To them it might be expedient to 
speak according to thtfir kind, and to talk of "equilibrium" and "com¬ 
pensation." So that the good work was done, it would matter little 
in what words it was spoken of. But before long another talc is 
heard; the enslaved brethren are forgotten; the Turk is left to work 
his will on thepi. And the sword which seemed to be whetting for 
the deliverance of the oppressed is strangely hurled against fellow- 
workers in the* same cause, whose single crime is to have wrought 
their own deliverance. 

Now happily no one believes that this great crime—for than an 
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unjust war no crime is greater—is fairly to be laid to the charge of 
the Servian people. Between Servia and Bulgaria there are likely 
enough to be grudges, grudges such as are to be found among 
neighbours everywhere. Still it is liard to believe tliat the mass 
of the Servian people can really ap])rove the action of their ruler, 
that they can go forlh to the unprovoked slaughter of their brethren 
with the heart „with which nine years back they went forth to their . 
crusade against the barbarian. Nfi ; the war is no national war; it 
is a war w'agcd in the supposed iutcuests of a race or of a dynasty, 
a race and a dynasty who, it is to be hoped, have sealed their death- 
warrant Ly leading a misguided people on an errand of blood and 
shame. But no one believes that the moving power is to he found 
in a race or in a dynasty within the bounds l»£ Servia. The real 
doer is to be looked for beyond tlic Save. It is the sleepless enemy 
of Soutli-Eastern freedom who, we may‘bc surd, is the real doer 
of this unprovoked breach of tlic peace of Europe, tliis shameless 
violation of tlic rights of nations. In a word, as ever happens 
when wrong can be done by deputy and the reward gathered in 
person, the guiding spirit in the present deed of unrighteousness is, 
beyond all doubt, the Imperial, Jwoyal, and Apostolic chief of tlw; 
House of Ilabshurg and Lorraine. 

It is not a new remark, hut It is a remark which will hear 
making again, that the political language of tlic nineteenth century 
might sometimes be improved in clearness and trutli by falling back 
on the political language of the eightcentli. The odd fashion iiow' 
in vogue of personifying nations and jiowers on tlic slightest 
occasions, a figure of speech wliich used to be kept for some poetical 
or rhetorical llourish, is a mere question of style as long as it is 
applied to national powers lilic England, Erauce, or Italy. The 
Government of England, France, or Italy, presumably acts ou behalf 
of the English, Ercnch, or Italian nation; if at any time it fails to 
do so, it is the fault of the nation itself,* To talk therefore of the 
action of England, France, or Italy, docs no harm; it leads to no 
misunderstanding of facts. But to talk in the same way of 
Austria'' or “ Turkey ” as personified beings, held to do whatever 
their rulers do, docs lead to misunderstanding of facts. It leads to 
the impression, perhaps the quite unconscious impression, that the acts 
spoken of are the acts of a nation, like the acts of England, France, or 
Italy. The older forms of speech gave no opening for any such 
misconception. Men used to speak, not of “ Turkey,'’ but of 
“ the Turk,'’ " the Grand Turk,'' the Grand Seignior," some 
phrase which effectually marked off the infidel intruder from all 
European nations and their rulers. They spoke too. always of the 
" House of Austria " or the House of Habsburg," a formula whicli 
still more happily brought out the facts of the case. In using it 
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men were never likely to forget that they were not speaking of a 
nation. The "interests of the House of Habsburg," the “policy 
of the House of llabsburg/' was, on the face of it, the interest, the 
policy, not of a people, but simply of a family. If wo kept to that 
formula, wc should not be likely to forget that, when we speak of 
the six great powers of liuropc, ou^ of them is df a diftcrcut nature 
from theVthers, that, while live of them arc nations, the sixth is a 
mere family estate. The interest,^the policy, of any of the other 
powers may be sclftsh, but it need not be so ; sometimes it has not been 
so. Take the one power w/iich even in these days keeps a despotic 
govermnent, the power where the ]»cople have no constitutional 
voice, where the influence^ of the people on the rulers can only be 
indirect. The Jlussiiu war of 1877, the crusade of the Russian 
people against the oppressor of their brethren, was a popular move- 
jnent us true and As genc/ous as any that history records. Rut 
where tlicre is no nation, only a confused jumble of scraps of nations, 
each to be played oil’ against some other as may be convenient for 
the common enemy, no national voice ever can be heard. The policy, 
the interest, not of tlie liarmlcss Gennan duchy to which the name of 
Austria strictly belongs, not of the unnatural heaping together of 
territories to which the name is vulgarly applied, but the policy, the 
interest, of the House of Austria or of Ilabsburg, the mere interest 
of a family seeking nothing but to enlarge its family estate, is in its 
own nature scllisli, and cannot be otlicrwisc. Such a power lives 
simply by the weakness and disunion of uatious; anything which unites 
a nation, or in any other way strengtliciis a nation, is simply the setting 
of an example which may lie iueouveuieut to the interests of the 
House, which may tend to the lessening of its^fainily estate. If a 
fragment of a nation which is still under the Turk may uuitc itself to 
the independent fragment of the same nation, dt may come into the 
licad of some fragment of some other nation tliat is under the 
Austrian to unite itself in Urn like sort to the independent fragment 
of the same uatioiu In one part of the family estate the thing has 
been done. Some of us can remember when to all grave and re¬ 
spectable politicians it seemed as thoroughly a part of the eternal 
fitness of things that tlic House of Austria should rule in Milan and 
Venice as it now seems to the same class that the same house should 
rule in Cattaro and Ragusa. Out of Milan and Venice the House of 
Austria has been scourged amid the rejoicings of mankind; and the 
House of Austria itself knows, if others have forgotten, that a day 
may come when right shall have the upper hand on the eastern side 
of Hadria as well as on the western. With such au example withiu 
recent memory, it is no wonder if the House and its chief look with 
a jealousy to which ordinary national enmity is as nothing on every 
movement towards freedom or union on the part of any enslaved or 
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divided people. Kvery step taken on behalf of national rights is a 
l)low struck at the ascendency of a ’house which lives only by the 
trampling under foot of all national rights. We thus fully under¬ 
stand the rage of Francis Joseph and his Minister at the dangerous 
precedent of Bulgarian union, and the uidcingly scoldings of the 
Bulgarian patriots \ 7 luch came forth from the Imperial, Royal, and 
Apostolic month. The Bulgarians were soundly rated for breach 
of the Treaty of Berlin, disobedience to the will of Europe, all 
the. stock phrases which come so rmdily to the lips of oppressors 
when they are threateiicd by* action on the part of the oppressed. 
To any one who is not blinded by the* fallacies of diplomatists it is 
plain that the Bulgarians have broken • nothing and disobeyed 
nothing. They have no{ broken the Treaty* of Berlin, for they 
never consented to it. They simply submitted to its unrighteous 
provisions under dread of overwhelming force. As*for " disobedience/^ 
“ will of Europe/' and all that kind of talk, it is not very wonderful 
if despots and their ministers easily come to say, “ We are they that 
ought to speak : who is lord over us ? " They may even come to think 
that there is something of moral authority in anything that they choose 
to ordaiu, and that some real blame attaches to those who go against 
their orders. Yet it is hard to sec that the right by whieli six of 
the powers of Europe take on themselves to dictate to the rest is 
anything hut the mere right of the stronger. They do it simply 
because they are able to do it. They have no commission from other 
nations to act in their place; the other nations obey simply because 
it is prudent to obey. A single small power will commonly act 
unwisely if it defies the will of six great powers : it should at least 
carefully count the ci-st before it runs such a risk. But that is all; 
it is simply a question of prudence; there is no moral obligation on 
the part of the weak* to obey the strong simply because they arc 
strong. And that breach of treaty, simply as breach of treaty, docs 
not greatly offend the Apostolic mind* is plain on a moment's 
thought. The Turk is, beyond all doubt, bound by the Berlin 
Treaty; for he has signed it. But, if he Ins signed it, he has also 
shamelessly broken it. lie promised by the Berlin Treaty to give 
to the other Christian lands under his rule institutions of the same 
kind as those which the Treaty gave to the so-called Eastern Roumelia. 
That promise the Turk has not kept. Instead of granting free 
institutions or reforms of any kind, he has simply turned on scorpions 
instead of whips; tlie anarchy and oppression of Macedonia has, 
since the Treaty, been greater than ever. But not a word comes 
form the Apostolic mouth to rebuke the Turk for his breach of treaty. 
For his breach of treaty, his disobedience to the bidding of " Europe/' 
tends to the common interest, to the great object of the weakening 
of nations. It is only when a free people act for themselves that 
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breach of treaty is denounced, and that on the part of a people on 
whom the treaty is in no way 4}indiDg. 

As far as we have gone yet, the open action of the head of the House 
of Austria has not gone beyond Scolding. The time for filching has not 
yet come. But when ihc " Areopagus of Kuropc ” and the head of 
the House of Austria come to speak their minds, the power which 
iilched Spizza, that wi’etched little haven, from .Montenegro in 
3878, will doubtless find some paltry scrap of territory which may be 
found convenient* to round off, some corner or other of the family 
estate. The House of Austria never throws any part of the world 
into confusion without some abject. It is sure to go off with some 
little matter of gain, some halfpenny picked from the pocket of a 
poor neighbour, as tlA; reward of its labour^. The House indeed may 
have its eye on something much greater than Spizza. No one, I 
presume, doubts thSt, when* the Servian army, which simple-minded 
folk thought was called fortli to deliver Servians from the Turk, 
suddenly turned in another direction to slaughter Bulgarians, it was 
done at Imperial, lioyal, and Apostolic bidding. • For nothing could 
be less suited to Imperial, Royal, and Apostolic interests than the 
extension of freedom to a people who might help to bar the ex¬ 
tension of the family estate to the /ICgeaii. And nothing could 
better suit those interests than to chastise the breakers of the sacred 
Treaty, the despisers of the bidding of Europe, to chastise them too 
by the hand of another, with the comforting thought that, whether 
Servian slaughtered Bulgarian or Bulgarian slaughtered Servian, 
some free people would be weakened. It is this kind of policy with 
which we have to reckon as long as the mere interests of a particular 
family are allowed to take their place in liur^pcan councils along¬ 
side of what may be at least presumed to be the interests of nations. 
The Turk himself is in some sort more worthy of respect; he is at 
least an open enemy on equal terms; he docs represent a people and a 
creed; we can hardly fancy*the lieir of Otliman stooping to filch Spizza. 
And beyond all doubt the Turk is at this moment the less dangerous 
of the two j there is little fear of his advance, while the subtle 
advance of the Austrian is to be feared at every moment, in every 
quarter, aud in every shape. What if Servia, the tool, is destined for 
perhaps a speedier blow than Bulgaria the victim ? It might possibly 
be convenient to take advantage of some movement against a defeated 
Servian king, and to declare the presence of the Apostolic armies 
to he no less needful in Servia than in Bosnia. Or it might be 
possible to bribe free Italy with some small act of liberation on 
her own border into joining with the despots in agreeing to some 
far wider acts of annexation on some other border. The shifts and 
devices of a power bent on personal aggrandisement, and unchecked 
by the voice of an united people, do in truth know no end. It is 
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time tliat the real danger of South-Eastern Europe, and thereby of 
all lilurojic, sliould be fully understood. It is time that men should 
stop and tliink what the phrase so glibly used about going to 
Saluiiicu ** really means. Anyhow it is cheering to see that the 
strange inlluence wliicli the great Austrian i^mposture has latterly 
held over meu^s minds seems at ^ast to be giving way. English 
newspapers, not commonly in the habit of dealing over boldly witli 
established powers, arc beginning to speak out, and to deuouacc a 
crocked and bloody policy as it deserves. We seem to be coming 
back to the healthier feelings of 1818, of 1851), and of 18CG. And 
it is more cheering still when we see; the heads of both political 
parties in England speaking of the Eulgarit^n movement in a tone 
very dilfcrcnt from that of Francis Joseph and‘bis Count Kaliioky. 
Lord Salisbury lias mucl! to wipe out, for he signed the licrlin 
Treaty j but he may wipe out a good deal by adtiug according to 
his liithcrto spoken words, and by letting the iuHucnce of England be 
thrown this time into the scale of right. It will be glad tidings of 
great joy if we hear the voice of the nation of Great Britain given 
on the opposite side to the voice of the House of Austria. And by 
being given‘on the opposite side to the voice of the House of 
Austria, it will be very far from being given on the opposite side to 
the voice of not a few of the subjects of the House of Austria. 
Tiic head of that House, revilcr of the Bulgarians, calls liiinsclf, among 
other things, King of Bohemia. But when Bulgarian students in his 
Bohemian cnjiital go to join the cause that he reviles, it is not with rcvil- 
iugs but with blessings that the people of Bohemia send forth the helpers 
in a cause which their still uncrowned master so bitterly denounces. 

Wliilc the Austriaii^objccts arc plain enough, those of the llussiau 
Tzar are more puzzling. His strange personal treatment of the 
Friiicc of Jlulgaria looks more like a passing fit of ill-temper than 
the outcome of any deliberate policy. No doubt the exercise of 
au iudependcTit will by a small people aiid their prince is no more 
likely to be acceptable to a llussian than to an Austrian despot. 
But then the iipssian despot has a people behind him, a people whose 
voice sometimes makes itself heard, a people capable of high resolve 
and generous self-devotion. Men like Kircefl* and Skobelcff have 
assuredly not died out among the countrymen of Kireeff and 
Skobcleff. What the action of the House of Austria must be we 
know already; to the possible action of Kussia we look, not without 
misgivings, but not without liopc. 

Another element not to be forgotten is the way in which the 
public action of Servia may be looked on by the Servian, people 
themselves. When the sword is once drawn, it is very hard to stop 
a war, however unrighteous, however impolitic; still no one can 
doubt that on the part of Servia this war is no war of the people. 
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bnt simply a war of the King and his master. But King Milan 
should remember that, to say nothing of the possible schemes of his 
master, he is hardly in a position to play tricks with his people. 
There arc other claimants of his crown; there arc worthier repre¬ 
sentatives of the hcad^iip of hisuatioii. The old memories of Servian 
greatness, the thoughts of the da}v when Servill was indeed a power 
in the world, hardly gather round the House of Obrquovitch. They 
rather gather round the uncoi^quered principality where in the 
darkest days one fragment of,the Servian folk still kept its freedom. 
They rather gather round the noble prince who, alone among living 
European sovereigns, has, like Godfrey or Saint Lewis, met the 
infidel in battle face to,face. For the true King of Men, at whose 
word the swords of si free people arc ready to (lash in a righteous 
cause, as wc do not go to Francis JosepA of Vienna, neither do wc 
go to Milan of Belgrade; *we do go to Nicolas of Jzotinje. 

There is yet another nation to be dealt with. Greece has made 
it plain that she too will have a word in the matter. If there is an 
enslaved Servia and an enslaved Bulgaria, there is an enslaved 
Greece no less. Crete, wliich the Berlin Treaty thrust back into 
bondage as the reward of her gallant struggles ; Jdanniua, with free¬ 
dom twice promised and twice snatched from its grasp ; those of the 
islands of the ^Egcan which are still left under the yoke; here are 
wrongs which cannot for ever remain unredressed. The general 
prospects of (i recce on the side of Albania are far too wide a subject 
to be dealt with here, but in any case there arc the Greek lands of 
Epciros to be sot free. On the side of Bulgaria the question is 
simpler. What is needed is for tivo nations which have been rivals 
for twelve hundred years, which have had cvenjn recent times grudges 
against one aiiotlicr which are not imaginary, to make the effort of 
getting over their differences in the face of a common enemy, and of 
submitting their claims to the judgment of an impartial arbitrator, 
if such an arbitrator (»n be found. Nothing can be plainer 
than that the land which is somewhat vaguely called Macedonia is 
neither wholly Greek nor wholly Bulgarian, and that.to assign it as 
a whole to either Greece or Bulgaria would be to do a wrong to the 
other nation. It is equally clear that neither Greece nor Bulgaria 
can be trusted, any more than any other nation or any other man, 
to be judge in its own cause. Let us hope that neither nation will 
ever commit the crime and folly of drawing the sword against the 
other. For Greek and Bulgarian, the countrymen of Basil and the 
countrymen of Samuel, to march side by side against the Turk 
would indeed be a sight to stir the heart. The only question is 
whether the danger from the other side is not so far more pressing 
that even the Turk may not be endured for a moment. The yoke of 
Othman will at least be easier to throw off than the yokp of Habsl^urg.. 
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But in no case let any people of South-Eastern Christendom shed 
tlic blood of his fellow in the sight of cither enemy and to the profit 
of cither enemy. An useful field; perhaps for what calls itself 
“IhiropC;” perhaps for some tribunal more likely to do justice, 
would be found in the work of drawing a fair boundary-line between 
two nations, cither which, by tjic common law of human nature, 
is certain to claim more than its just right. * 

\Vc know not what a day may bring forth. But as yet the armed 
intrigue of Milan and Milan s master seems, as a military enterprise, 
to have wholly failed; the people of Saiftuel have stood their ground 
against unprovoked aggression with 411 energy worthy of Samuel 
himself. Their foreign prihee has shown hipisclf worthy of the crown 
that liis people gave him. And yet the l)ase p^otlias done its work. 
The liberating revolution Is in some sort already undone. The Turk 
has found opportunity to meddle, to speak of the liberated land as his. 
Prince Alexander is said to have thrown himself on the will of the 
Sultan, and to have promised to withdraw from the laud whose people 
have called him to be their deliverer. It is for the national powers 
of Europe, for England, for France, for Italy—if she can rise above 
momentary temptations—for Ilussia—if she can again speak with 
the voice of her people—to undo this wrong, and to take care that 
the purest revolution of our times shall not be made a dead letter 
simply to satisfy the malignity of jealous despots. And it is for the 
third nation of the pcuiusula to take warning, and to eschew the 
example of a sister nation whicli has been beguiled into such deadly 
error. In the greatest day of the elder Greece, many an old wrong 
was forgotten when Athens and Sparta and Corinth and Aigina went 
forth together to save Hellas from the Mcdc. The like must be 
done again. "Pax in terris hominibus bourn voluntatis;" but every 
free nation must stand ready for war, whenever war cannot be 
escaped, against the enemies of peace and oppressors of mankind. 

f 

Edward A. Freumax. 



CONTEMPORARY LJFE AND THOUGHT 

IN* France. 


rilllE elections of tlie 4th and ] Sth of October came upon us as a 
I surprise, not because they took the turn they did, but because 
they took it so very decidedly. Everybody expected—or at least 
everybody of any intelligence expected—to see a Chamber in which 
the iiight and the Extreme Left would be considerably strengthened^ 
and in which the Moderate llcpublicaus, even if they retained a 
majority, would have great difficulty in carrying on the government; 
but no one, either on the one side or the other, imagined that the 
Right would number 203 members, the Radical and Extreme Left 18Q, 
and the T^lodcratc Left only 201. Tliis division into Moderate and 
Radical Republicans does not of course rest on any very accurate 
classihcatiou: a deputy whom we count to>day among the Radicals 
may astonish everybody by his moderation, while a deputy who passes 
for a Moderate may vote habitually with the Radicals; but speaking 
generally, it may safely be said that a Moderate governmental majority 
will he almost impossible, on account of the presence in the Cliamber 
of so large a number of representatives of the most advanced ideas. 

Now, what arc the causes* which underlie this result of the elections 
—this open check administered not only to the Moderate Republic, 
but to the Republic itself? There is no mystery at all about them; 
and though it is possible to attribute a greater or less Importance to 
one or another of them, it is cl'^ar that each has had its part in pro¬ 
ducing the final result. They may be divided into two categories— 
the external and secondary, and the inward and deep-lying causes. 

1 regard as external and secondary causes the substitution of the 
'sc'i'utin ih lisie for the acruiirh d^airondmementf the fall of the 
Ferry Ministry, and the conduct of the Brisson Ministry from the 
time it came into office down to the day of the elections. 

A good many people have supposed that the introduction of the 
de lisle was the chief or the only cause of the success of the 
Opposition—under which term 1 include the Eight and the Extreme 
Left. The Republican party was accustomed to the acrutin iVarvon^ 
diAsement; it was organized with a view to that method of voting; 
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every deputy had concentrated all his efforts on Ills own arrcyndme- 
•menu The licpiiblican lists, made up as they were of deputies of the 
different had to compete with lists constructed ex- 

presfily witli a view to the acriitln de liste —that is to say, composed not 
of local hut of •departmental notabililics. It maybe added that the 
M-rnUn de Hate is apt to be much more violently influenced by the 
great currents of popular feeling, while it eludes the individual action 
of the professed politician. There is some truth in these con¬ 
siderations ; and I am convinced that under the old method we should, 
by virtue of the ground already gained and by the force of habit, have 
had a much larger number of the late'ln.ajority re-elected; but this is 
no reason for regretting the abolition of the method. The sc,rutin de 
/ixte is certainly extremely impressionable; it is especially liable to be 
acted upon by the great waves of political opinion; but for that very 
reason it affords us the most valuable indications, if only wc have the 
sense to profit by them. Had the country been satisfied with the policy 
pursued by the Chamber, and with the state oof things which it 
brought about, it would have voted with enthusiasm for the old 
majority. It was not satisfied, and it show'ed its dissatisfaction perhaps 
in a somewhat exaggerated manner; but the dissatisfaction was real. 
To lay the blame of the defeat on the uci'idm de liste is to lay the 
blame of the fever on the thermometer which registers its intensity. 

The fall of the Ferry Cabinet also contributed to the disorganization 
of the Republican party. M. Ferry’s majority, instead of holding 
together, as it might have done if it had appeared before the con¬ 
stituencies as the Ministerial party, fell quite to pieces, and had not 
even tlic courage to frame a programme or organize a common course 
of action. A very few of the Opportunist candidates had the courage 
of their opinions, and refused to renounce their old leader; the 
greater part of them took an apologetic attitude, and stood before the 
country in the guise of penitents who promise to do better in future, 
and at the same time try to shift the blame of their mistakes on to 
somebody elsc's shouiders. Many of them went so far as to modify 
their views, and attached themselves to tlic Radicals of the Rrisson- 
Floquet group in order to improve their chances. In Paris the plan 
lias been successful in the case of some two or three of them ; but in 
the provinces their abject demeanour lias done them nothing but harm. 
The Opportunists had in the fii’st instance projected a collective 
manifesto, and appointed a committee lo draw it up; but they failed 
to come to any agreement, since some were for making advances to the 
Radicals and others to the Left Centre. The end of it was that 
M. Tolain, on his own sole responsibility, drew up a manifesto and made 
out a list for Paris containing a perfect medley of names, from that of 
a Moderate like M. Frederic Passy, to those of Radicals such as 
M. Lockroy. ■ If M. Ferry had remained in power, it would have 
been very different: the Opportunists would have known their own 
mind; th’e electors would have known what they were about; and the 
fall of the Aloderates would have been less severe. Nevertheless, it is 
not likely that they would have altogether escaped the jeactionary 
impulse; for the real grievances with which the country has to reproach 
the late majority would have remained the same. 

The Brisson Ministry must also take its share of the responsibility 
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for what has happened. It cannot of course be blamed for having 
sliown the most absolute respect for the liberty of the electors, and 
directed the otHcials to avoid every appearance of pressure; but> as I 
have already shown, the 8cvvi,tin de Ikte cannot be carried out in any 
reasonable manner unless it is K question of voting for or against a 
certain Government; thepountry must have something tangible before 
it, something deilnite and concrete; otherwise it ie left to the action 
of vague, oapricious, unconsidered, and almost unconscious impulses. 
Now the Government on this occasion systematically eifdfced itself, and 
this for two reasons. In the first place, M. Brisson had accepted the 
Presidency of the Council altogether against his will; he would have 
preferred to keep the Presidency of the Chamber, where he was beyond 
and above the strife of parties, and where his position naturally de¬ 
signated him for the Presidency of the Repifblic; and in taking office 
he tried to retain these, advantages as far as possible by abstaining 
from action, by sup[)re88ing himself and conciliating everybody. In the 
second place, the Government has no sort of homogeneity ; it is com¬ 
posed of men taken B'om all parties and representing the most incon¬ 
gruous ideas, so that it was impossible—I will not say to agree upon a 
programme, but even to find a political principle on which the electors 
might pronounce. They scorn to have had but one object in view, to con¬ 
ciliate the support of all the fractions of the liepuhlican party, in order 
to insure their own return, and to be able to profess themselves satisfied 
and successful, whatever course the elections might take. By allowingthe 
Radicals to present themselves under its patronage, the Government 
has done its part to throw the country into .confusion and to drive into 
the ranks of the reactionaries a number of Imirf/eois and peasants who 
had hitherto voted for the Republicans. 

These three causes of which I have, spoken have had their share, 
each and all of them, in bringing about the result; but these arc only 
secondary causes : there are others that lie deeper than these. 

The gravest and the most universal of all is the general uneasiness. 
Industry, commerce, and agriculture are all suffering ; numbers of the 
electors are anxious and discontented ; and under a system so cen¬ 
tralized as ours it is always easy to attribute* one’s miseries to the 
Government. It is especially easy at a moment like the present, when 
the exchequer is low, and wjien the fall in the funds and the uncer¬ 
tainty of the financial situation arc causing lieavy losses to the capitalist, 
and paralysing business. It is true that the deficit and the generally 
unsatisfactory condition of our finances are due in parfr to transient 
causes, such as the war in Tonquip, or to that universal depression of 
trade for which the Republic cannot be held responsible; but they 
are also partly due to a real mismanagement of the public money, and 
to the imprudence with which expenses have Been increased and sources* 
of revenue surrendered. The deputies have tried to please the electors 
at once by lightening taxation and by voting fresh expenditure; and 
they Iiave simply precipitated a crisis from which the whole electorate 
is now suffering. The famous scheme of public works inaugurated by 
M. de Frcycinct will hang for years like a millstone round the neck 
of the budget; while the law for the building of primary schools has 
led to such extravagant outlay that its application has had to be 
suspended altogether. The agricultural crisis, which is due to a mul- 
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titude of difTcreut causes, and which the Chamber has done its utmost 
to mitigate, has done more harm than anything, because it affects a 
greater number of people- It is unreasonable to hold the Government 
responsible for it; but then the masses naturally are unreasonable; 
and besides, it must always be so in a country where the State tries 
to do everything itself, and puts down iU foot on all individual 
enterprise. ‘ • 

This cause it is which has had the greatest inllucncc in leading the 
electors to vote, according to tlieir individual tendencies, either for the 
Jlight or for the Extreme Left, and to yirfd to the enticements of those 
who promise financial securi^ and thcrprotection of the agricultural 
interest; but in addition to this, there arc other causes less general in 
their character, which nevertheless £ft’c serious enough, since there 
seems little likelihood of any remedy being found for them. To a 
certain extent the Tonquin expedition must classed among the 
sources of popular disconfent; but this is .not nearly so much the case 
as might perhaps bo imagined. Of coui»e a good deal was said about 
it, especially at the outset; it made a good weapon against the Oppor¬ 
tunists, and attempts were made to work upon the feelings of the 
public‘by depicting the sunbrings of our soldiers, our fleet, our 
garrisons in the delta; but for all that, the Tonquin (picsliou had very 
little edbet on the elections. It may liavc given the Radicals some ten 
or fifteen scats, but there is an cud of it. The nuiniicr of communes 
which sutibred severely by the expedition was very small; the idea of 
giving up a conquest, however distant, can never bo a popular one; and 
Tonquin is so out of the \vay that no one realizes the sacrifices it costs 
or tlie sufferings it entails. 

The policy of the late Chamljcr with regard to religion, education, . 
and the army had very mucli greater weight with the electors. Jiy a 
reasonable mixture of firmness and gentleness the Republic might 
easily have secured the neutrality of tlic higher clergy and something 
very like the sympatliy of the lower. It preferred an indecisive policy, 
at once weak and unfriendly—a policy of petty annoyance, whicli 
irritated without terrifying, and which the Clericals represented as per¬ 
secution. The clergy, *thus alienated, threw themselves in a body into 
an open agitation on behalf of the Conservative candidates, while men 
of moderate opinions, who by no means belonged to the ranks of the 
Clericals, but who valued religious liberty, were driven in large numbers 
in the same direction. The persistent threat held out by certain 
Republicans <b destroy tlie Church, either ly a hypocritical fulfilment 
of the Concordat or by the forcible separation of Church and State, 
has been skilfully used by their adversaries amongst the peasantry, 
who dread nothing so much as having to pay their cure themselves. 
*riie Government was so well aware of this fact that in some of the 
departments the catechism W'as ordered to be recited in the scliools 
during the last week before the elections, though only two months 
earlier the teachers had been strictly forbidden to use it. This childish 
stratagem had, as might have been expected, no great success. 

It may at first sight seem surprising that the laws for primary in- 
«truction should have injured the credit of the Republican party. The 
work it has done for the schools has been its best tiUe to honour. But 
admirable as the work may have been on the whole, it has had many 
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defects. The large sums spent in building have burdened many of the 
communes with debt, and the increase of local rates has not been 
made up for by the advantage of free education, for, as a peasant put 
it, “ I used to pay for my own son; now I pay for everybody." In 
some places, even, tlio parents feel insulted by a gratuity which reduces 
them to the level of paftpers. The State, by providing free education 
for everjdiody, and not only for those wlio claim it, has seriously 
diminished its revenues, and has deprived tlie teachers of the very 
necessary addition to their salaries aft'orded ])y the capitation fee. 
Compulsory education has givc^ rise to other grievances. Compulsion 
was a good thing in itself; but instead of being applied in a simple and 
practical way, by giving the spliool boards tlic rigljt to summon and 
punish parents wlio of set purpose were jA'cviding no education for 
their children, it was surrounded by a multitude of petty and vexatious 
details; the parents were required to raakoa declaration every year, 
with the risk of having the'ir names published if they forgot; while 
children who did iiol attciurthe public schools wxrc obliged to under¬ 
go a ])rctty severe annual examination, tlius affording tlic tyrants of 
the village a line opportunity of aiinoyaucc. It is not easy to realize the 
variety ol'quarrels and ditliculties of all sorts which have sprung out of 
this system of eomjmlsory education. 

The Military llccruitmcnt Ijuw, which imposes an equal term of three 
years^ service on every one alike, has not yet come into operation, as it 
lias not passed the Senate; hut the mere passing of the Uill by the 
Lower Chamlicr has been enough to rouse the indignation of the 
peasantry. Tlie deputies imagined that these people would be delighted 
to sec the son of tlic bourgeois obliged to serve as long as themselves, 
whereas ill reality they care nothing at all about it; while they arc 
furious at finding that tlicy arc all to be comptdied to serve the full 
three years, in place of the present system, by which half the contin¬ 
gent drawn by lot serves only ten months, and the other lialf forty 
months. As a matter of fact, this law, so laj from reducing our 
military cxjicnditnre, will.greatly increase it. The only tiling it is good 
for is to satisfy the cravings of that levelling iiiijiinet which h supposed 
to exist in tlie heart of the common jicople. 

Now this levelling instinct is only to he found amongst a section 
of the town population, auu not uinong the country folk at all. The 
peasant is no leveller ; ho takes it as a matter of course that the great 
landowner has his privileges, and he certainly is nat disposed to 
surrender any of his own advantages for the pleasure of seeing his 
betters subjected to the same inconvenience. The Republican 
majority in the last Chamber thought to insure its rc-eloctiou by 
carrying measures intended to flatter democratic prejudices and the 
desire of equality. Its measures flattered nobody except the working 
classes in the towns, who Avere sure to vote for the Republicans in any 
case, and even for the advanced Republicans; and they simply dis¬ 
gusted and drove into the ranks of the reactionaries those country 
electors whose support was more precarious and more necessary to. 
the Republic. The Moderates, who should have aimed at securing 
for the Republic the Conservative masses of the country, who alone 
can form the solid basis of the State, thought of nothing but con¬ 
ciliating the Radicals, Avho Avere certain never to vote for them. 



892 


THE COmEMPORARY REVIEW. 


It may bo observed that T have not mentioned amongst the causes 
of the reactionary success the wish to have done with the Republic 
and to revert to Monarchy. The truth is, that the elections of 
last October were not Monarchical ejections at all. This was proved 
by tlie ballots of the isth, which showed a revulsion in favour of the 
Republicans, arisinjj simply from the fear lest the reactionary move¬ 
ment should prove strong enough to endanger the Republic.^ Setting 
aside a ccrtaiii number of party leaders and politicians, it may be said 
that there is no Monarchical opinion in France at all. On the other 
hand, it may be said with equal Iruth that there is no Republican 
opinion either—in this sense,^that the mass of the people wishes for 
nothing but to be fairly governed, to carry on its own affairs, and not 
to have a revolution. Ypt I think, nbverthcless, that there are more 
people sincerely attached to the Republican principle than there are 
people altaelicd to the Monarchical principle;•and besides this, it is 
much easier for the Republic to put up ‘with this indifference as to 
the form of government than it could pocsibly btf for the Monarchy; 
and again, as the Republic is actually in possession, it carries with it 
the good wislics of all those who dread nothing so much as a revolu¬ 
tion. Tlie Conservatives are perfectly aware of this; they have 
nowhere declared themselves in lavour of destroying the Republic and 
restoring either the Kingdom or the hmi])irc; they have made no 
demand for a revision of the Constitution in the Monarchical 
interest; they have contented themselves with demanding sound 
finance, the protectioii of agriculture, religious liberty, and the 
relinquishment of the Colonial ])olicy. As the result of this prudent 
and roasotiablc course, they have been able to put forward in every 
department a Conservative list calculated to receive the combined 
support of Royalists, Impei ialists, and the whole body of Conservatives 
iridillcrcnt to the form of government. Tlie Republicans, meanwhile, 
wore splitting into two or even three distinct parties, each abusing 
and slandering the other, to the great advantage of the (Conservatives. 
The election may belaid to have been just a repetition of that night 
of the -‘list of March wlien M. Ferry fell. 'I'he Moderate Left has 
fallen a victim to the fcombined attack of the Right and tlic Extreme 
Left, and to the weakness of its own members. 

. Having thus reviewed the causes, material, economic, and moral, 
which have contributed to decide the late elections, we may now ask 
ourselves what conjecture may be hazarded as to the political future iu 
store for us in 18S(J. The immediate future is easy enough to foresee. 
Unless M. (irevy should be incapacitated by illness from retaining his 
post, he will be re-elected in December. The Brisson IHinistry mny also 
remain in office, or be superseded by another, which will be pretty much 
as lietcrogcncous. The real question is not the immediate future of 
the next two months, during which nobody will do anything, in order 
that New Year’s Day way go off quietly, and out of respect for what 
somebody calls the Truce of Comfits. Tlie question that concerns us is, 
what is to happen after the first of February ? 

The Chamber of Deputies may be analysed as follows: two hun¬ 
dred and three Conservatives, of whom about fifty arc avowed Bona- 
partistfl, about a hundred are Royalists more or less devoted, and 
about fifty are simple Conservatives of no particular shade; and three 
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hundred and eighty-onc Republicans, of whom about two hundred are 
Mdderatcs, one hundred Radicals of various shades, and eighty 
extreme Radicals, 

Now let us consider what sort of action may be expected from these 
various parties. If the RepubliiAn deputies could but realize the mean¬ 
ing of the flections andjiinderstand what it is that the country craves 
—good government and security /or business-^tliey might easily 
reduce the Opposition to impotence and prepare themselves a splendia 
revenge in 1889. They have but to form a Ministry *of trustworthy 
and practical men, and suppprt tlnfm steadily for these four years, and 
to busy themselves exclusively with matters of finance and economy, 
and with administrative improvements, Und they are sure to succeed, 
Unliappily, of all the courses Uiat cau be imagined, this is the ono 
they are the least likely to take. On the iRth of October tlie Repub¬ 
licans did indeed forget their iiuarrcls for a moment in order to defeat 
the common foe; nay, they^ pushed their patty discipline so far as to 
make some rather Ipiniiliatijig compromises—as when, for instance, 
we found the Temits advocating the candidature of Rochefort, Came- 
linat, and Rasly—all'revolutionists pure and simple; but as to believ¬ 
ing that they are capable of liolding together for mouths and years in 
the pursuit of a discreet and unitcil policy, that Atould show a very 
slender knowledge of them indeed. Tlierc are among them some 
twenty or thirty men who will listen to no argument and no advice, 
and who, whether from sheer fanaticism, or for the pleasure of making 
a noise, or in order to gratify their constituents, are certain to bring 
forward at all costs their projects of violent and radical reform. 
Some hundred others there are who will not have the courage, in the 
face of a distinct demand, to shirk discussions which nevertheless 
cannot possibly come to anytliing. We shall therefore have a series 
of platonic demonstrations in favour of tlie separation of Church and 
State, the three years* military service, and the like—all to no other 
purpose than that of disturbing and irritating the country. They will 
try, under the pretext of conciliation, to induco4lic Moderates to vote 
Radical measures; as indeed we have already had M. Rert, M. Lock- 
roy, and M. Ranc him&cU* maintaining the nceessity of leaning more 
towards the Left, wlicn in fact it is by leaning too much to the Loft 
that we have already lost .so much ground. Others, again, talk of 
expelling the Orleans princes, of annulling the returns of certain 
departments eu hfoc, and of revising the Constitution. All such vio¬ 
lent measures can but accelerate the movement which i9 carrying the 
country towards Conservatism,. It is difficult to imagine anything 
else than that the Republican majority will before long j>resent a spec¬ 
tacle of the most deplorable anarchy of ideas, that the Right will 
instigate disorders in the Chamber, and that we sliall presently find 
ourselves in danger of ])cing shut up to the necessity of a dissolution. 

Whether we are driven to a dissolution, or whether, tlie Chamber of 
Deputies drags on in impotence and disorder to the end of its natural 
life, in cither case it is probable that at the next elections the Right 
will obtain a majority. Will it know how to use its advantage ? 
Good sense would require that it should take precisely the same view 
of its duties which we have already prescribed to the Republicans ; it 
should put aside all idea of monarchical restoration or clerical reaction, 
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and set itself simply to govern well by means of the existing laws. "We 
might then liave a chance of seeing two great parties formed in the 
cou!itry, a Right and a Left, which miglit succeed each other in office, 
and thus satisfy that desire of change which of itself is always enough 
to transfer the majority within a certain number of years to the ranks 
of the Opposition. Unfortunately, again, notlung of tliis kind can be 
hoped for from the Itight as at present constituted. It has too many 
fanatics in its ranks. It has Boiiapartists like M. Paul dc Cassagiiac, 
who have madc'liatred of the Republic an article of their creed; it has 
Royalists who think that without‘a king a country can have no 
diplomacy, no army, and no finance; and. what is worst of all, it has 
Clericals who liokl tliat the sole end of politics is to place the State at 
the service of tlic Church. The enfantmterribh of the party, M. dc 
Mun, has just shown his hrfnd by proposing the formation of a Catholic 
party, the oliject of which should be to make Caljiolicism supreme not 
only in the schools, but even over industry, agriculture, and the working 
classes. Tiiis everlasting clerical question will ^ways make it im¬ 
possible for the Conservative party to give its sincere adhesion to the 
Republic. If the Conservatives come into power, they will not be able 
to restore the Monarchy, because it will be impossible to obtain a 
majority either for tlie Comte dc Paris or for Piince Victor: they will 
only fling their weiglit into the scale of the Clerical reaction, and thus 
again provoke the most bitter oiiposition. 

But if neither Republicans nor Conservatives arc capable of pur¬ 
suing a wise and moderate iiolicy, what will be tlie consequence '( It 
is no use disguising it, that the natural consequence of the position in 
which we find ourselves would bo a series of embarrassments, disorders 
in Parliament, then an economic crisis in the country, then dis¬ 
turbances in the streets, and finally a riot, a revolution, or a cov/i 
(Vetatj leading to the establishment of a dictatorship of some sort or 
other. I say of some sort or otiior, for it is quite impossible to guess 
whether it would be Royalist, Bonapartist, or simply military, or 
Clerical, or even Rcjiiiblican. In any ease the final issue of the 
crisis would be the ruin of liberal government through the total 
failure of the Parliamentary system. 

Nevertheless, though this deplorable issue is but too likely, we need 
not give ourselves up to it as inevitable. is nowhere truer than in 
France, that what is really to be expected is the unforeseen. There 
is still one great guarantee for the safety of the Republic—the Senate. 
In the Senate 4-lie majority is thoroughly Republican and resolutely 
Moderate. It has long been the fashion for the Radicals to decry the 
Senate, and some of them keep up the habit for fear of seeming to 
contradict themselves ; but they all know at the bottom of their hearts 
that the existence of the Senate is our main bulwark against a monar¬ 
chical restoration, quite as much as against revolutionary excesses. In 
case of a dissolution, it is just possible that-the Republican senators 
might take the management of the elections vigorously in hand, and 
inspire sufficient confidence in the country to secure a Moderate Re¬ 
publican majority strong enough to carry on the government. This 
would save the country; and without absolutely counting on it we may 
entertain it as a reasonable hope. The Tem 2 > 8 j which has the widest 
circulation of all the political journals (the FUjaro being rather a 
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literary and society paper) is trying to prepare the Republican party- 
beforehand for this contest with the Rxtrei^e Right and Sxtreme ^fk, 
and wants to organize a vast association which should include all 
Liberals. As the law docs not allow political associations, it is pro¬ 
posed that it should take the shd^c of an association for the celebration 
of the centenary of 'S9.. The intention is excellent. The scrutin de 
lisle cannot work properly unless the electors are* all banded together 
in electoral associations, which can at election time bring forward 
their candidates, act in concert, and secure a real re])rescntation of 
opinion. As things arc at present^ candidates are chosen or accepted 
by the 80 -callcd delegates o£ so-called committees, nominated by no 
one but themselves. Nevertheless, wc'doubt whetlier the plan pro¬ 
posed by the Tehipti will work*in the way desired. In the first place, 
Liberal Republicans oughf not to set the example of evading the law; 
in the second place, a»political association cannot well be based on an 
indefinite programme. In, choosing canthflates, the electors must 
first be grouped together i^ associations which exactly represent the 
various sliades of opinion ; these associations must then agree upon 
the list of candidates. What is required to give the necessary unity 
of opinion is not so much a form of programme as the name of a 
person. If, for instance, the association proposed *by the Temps were 
to be headed by M. Ribut, who was so unluckily defeated at the late 
election, everybody would kuoAV the precise shade of opinion which it 
represented. If it wore led by M. Spullcr or M. llcrt, it would recruit 
a totally different set of adherents. If, on the other hand, the attempt 
were made to collect together under its !)anner the whole Republican 
host, from tlic Left Centre to the Radical Left, it would end in hope¬ 
less futilit 3 \ But in any case the Republican forces must somehow be 
organized, or the AFodcrates will give np the struggle in disgust, and 
leave the field to the extreme parties, who will soon bring the country 
to the verge of revolution. It has been ol)served that each of the 
Republican groups lias tried to court popularity by making concessions 
to the grou]) next beyond it. M. Clomenccau-tricks himself out as a 
Socialist; the Brissoii-Floquet (rovemment seek his alliance and that 
of M. Lockroy, just as M. Ferry and his -friends tried to please 
MM. Brisson and Floquet by passing the Magistracy and Army 
laws. In this way they have helped, one and all, to alienate from the 
Republic the mass of peaceable and law-abiding persons who alone can 
form the solid basis of a Government. Yet these arc the people in 
whom, above all things, it is necessary to inspire confidence. 

The present Government wilj find it no easy task to do this, for the 
impression they have given by the whole of their conduct is, that they 
are hopelessly timid, and ready to make every possible concession to 
the Radicals that can be made without offending the Opportunists. 
The Ministers are almost all of them men wanting in character or 
mediocre in capacity. Neither at home nor abroad do they seem 
likely to pursue any definite policy—and this at a moment when the 
Eastern Question is just reopening, and when in France everybody 
has misgivings as to the stability of the Republic—as if by a sort of 
fatality no form of government could last more than fifteen or eighteen 
years. Gifted, indeed, must he be who can discern what is the foreign 
policy of M. de Freycinet or the home policy of M. Allain Targ4. 



896 


THE CONTEMPORARY REVIEW. 


The single principle by which the present Government has been guided, 
whether in Tonquin, in Annam, in Burmah, at Constantinople, or in 
Erance itself, has been the principle of lainm' oiler. 

One member only of the present Government—M, Goblet—appears 
to have either character or opinions; and he it is who has been exposed 
to the sharpest attacks; for he is too moderate to please the Radicals 
and too independent! to please th§ Opportunists. He has just been 
made, on the most frivolous grounds, the object of an angry Attack on 
the part of many of the newspapers. The reason was this. M. Zola 
has founded a play on his own novdl, “ Germinal” The subject ofthe 
novel is, as everybody knows, a minen/ strike, treated in a spirit of 
intense sympathy for the suflerings of the men and of unmitigated 
hostility to the masters. The play, like the novel, ends with a riot, 
and a massacre of the miners by the soldiery. M. Goblet, who, as 
Minister of the Fine Arts, has the censorship Df the theatres, con¬ 
sidered a scene of this sort 6n the stage toojikely to excite the passions 
of the populace. Whether he was right or.wrong ite would be dilhcult to 
say, as we know the piece only by hearsay; but to tliosc Avho know 
M. Goblet’s extreme Liberalism there can be no doubt tliat the objec¬ 
tions must have been weighty. But M. Zola could not take it quietly: 
he protested in a published letter, in which he taunted M. Goblet with 
ignorance fornot sufficiently admiring M. Zola, and wound up with* 
colossal insolence : “ ‘ Germinal ’ will be the death of M. Goblet.’* Sad 
to say, almost the whole of the press has servilely followed the lead of 
M. Zola, and cried shame on the tyranny of the censorship ; and we 
have heard more of M. Goblet’s name in a single week in connection 
with this affair than ever wc did during the past five months in con¬ 
nection with his important services to education. A protest has been 
raised at the same time against the existence of a theatrical censor¬ 
ship at all, though it exists in every other country, even in England 
itself, and though without it the theatre, W'hicli is even now so often 
disgraced by the performance of immoral plays, would become a per¬ 
manent source of scandal. 

Whatever M. Zola may say, M. Goblet is a good Minister—earnest, 
intelligent, and liberal.* lie has succeeded in carrying a decree by 
which the faculties of Letters, Science, Law, and Medicine, which 
hitherto have had no financial autoneftny of any kind, arc en¬ 
dowed with a sort of civil corporeity, which allows of their having 
funds of their own, inheriting and to a certain extent administering 
their own affafrs. It is a first step on the Way to the reconstruction 
of the great independent universities. M. Goblet also encouraged 
the meeting at Havre of the Teachers’ Congress, of which the mayor 
of Havre, M. Siegfried, was the originator. The Minister presided 
at the opening meeting, and in an admirable speech invited the 
teachers to discuss with perfect freedom all questions relating to their 
own interests and those of the schools. This International Congress 
determined on an annual meeting of National Congresses of the same 
kind, and on a triennial International Congress. M. Goblet had also 
the honour of laying the foundation-stone of the new Sorbonne. 
The rebuilding of the Sorbonne was decided on in principle thirty 
years ago; the Empire went so far as solemnly to ordain that it 
should be done, but not so far as to begin doing it. Four years ago 
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the Republic revived the project, and now the 'new building baa 
reached its first storey. The Faculties of Letters and Sciences will 
at last be lodged in a manner worthy of the metropolis. M. Goblet in 
his speech spoke admirably of ^Jie revival of serious studios in France, 
raised an eloquent protest against the scepticism and pessimism 
preached by a section ef the young writers of our day, and exhorted 
the coming generation to have faith in hard worfi and in science. 

There are, in fact, two distinct currents setting difierent ways, which 
characterize the literary youth of our day, There is the school of the 
decadence, which delights in the reproduction of whatever is sad, 
vicious, and unwholesome, and Vhich, imder pretence of re-invigorating 
our language and imparting flavour and colour to it, loads and distorts 
it, and makes it as turgid add obscure qs it is naturally clear and 
simple. Alongside of tins school—which includes some men of real 
talent, such as MM/Verlaine, Rod, Hollinat, Ilcnnequin, Iluysmans, 
and to which AL Rourget also belongs by some sides of him (not the 
lowest)—there is, F will not say another school, for they form neither 
school nor coterie, but a pleiad of writers, who are faithful to the 
French tradition of transparent style and manly thought and whole¬ 
some art. One of the most genial and original poets of this pleiad, 
Al. (>. Vicairc, the delightful author of “ Eraaux Rressans,” has 
given us an amusing imitation of the school of the decadence in a little 
hvocluvrc called Lcs Deliquesccnccs, par Adore i'loupettc.” With all 
his efforts he has not succeeded in being quite as obscure, quite as 
pretentious, (juite as devoid of common sense, as his models ; and such 
a piece as this, if it had appeared in the Ilevae Coutenipomlnc, might 
j)ass for a parody of the parodies of Al. Vicaire. The best thing in the 
Deliquesceucesis the preface, which contains a lively description 
of an assemblage of “ decadents/' where we find morpliiomaniaes who 
despise ordinary health, and keep up a constant state of artificial ex¬ 
citement, and sham mystics calling themselves pscudo-catholics,” who 
attempt to coinbiiio a sort of Byzantine pietism with the vices of the 
later Fmpirc. It is an assemblage of semi-invali3s and semi-charlatans. 
AT. Vicaire has made some people very angry, but he has done real 
service to the public by bursting, with a pricR of his pointed pen, the 
balloons which these restorers of our language and literature have been 
laboriously puffing out. Al* Jean Aicard has meanwhile raised a more 
serious protest against the pessimism of some part of our contemporary 
literature. His volume of poems, Le Dieu dans I'PIomme," is an 
eloquent and philosophic rejoinder to the " Blasphemes of Richepin, 
Where liichepiu denuded, disparaged, desecrated everything he 
touched, Jean Aicard shows everywhere the ideal in humanity, re¬ 
deeming its vices, its errors, its ignorances. In a series of simple 
stories, which nevertheless have an epic strain in them, he shows us 
deeds of devotion all the more heroic because so unobtrusive; while in 
his lyrical pieces he sings of the hidden Godhead speaking iu the heart 
of man. Beside M. Aicard we may place AT, Dorchain, who gave us, 
three years ago, a volume of very delicate and high-toned verse, and 
who has just attempted at the Oddon an imitation of Shakespeare's 
“ Twelfth Night," under the title Conte d'Avril." It is a pretty and 
poetic fancy, which does honour to the young poet and to the inteUi- 
gent manager of the Odeon, AL Posel. The Theatre Franyais Has 
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been less fortunate in the ** Antoinette Kigaud^' of M. Deslandes* 
It is a olcvcr and amusing piece, but it has no originality of conception 
and no literary value. It may be hoped that the new manager of the 
Frun 9 ais, M. Jules Clarctie, who is a novelist and an historian, and a 
real lover of good literature, will give a new and powerful impulse to 
the leading theatre of Paris. He has undertaken a difficult task, for 
the Theatre Franeai^e is not only a great literary institution, but a 
great commercial speculation, and the actors, who are at the stfme time 
shareholders in the enterprise, show some inclination to subordinate 
the interests of art to the question 6f receipts. It remains to be seen 
whether M. Clarctic, who is the most afniable of men, will have energy 
enough to get his own way anU to keep in check the ever-waketul 
susceptibilities of his actors. * 

In fiction we have of late no new sensation. A new humorous 
work by Daudet is expected—'‘Tartarin en Suisse^'; and a semi- 
satirical work by O. Feuillbt, pitilessly exposing the follies and vices 
of society; but meanwhile the stories we have arownore amiable than 
vigorous. M. llabusson shows no sign of progress in his L^Amic 
M. Theuricts “Peche Mortel” is commonplace in action, though the 
story is nicely told, with a setting of pleasant landscape. There is force 
and truth of observation in M. Jules de Glouvct's " Famillc Bourgeois," 
but marred by improbabilities and vulgarities j and then we have 
Maystre's L'Adversaire,” which gives a curious picture of Protestant 
manners. Mmc.de Presscnse’s“Genevieve’^ is another Protestant story: 
it is not wanting in originality, but it is moral rather than distinctively 
literary in character. The purpose of the author has been to show 
how fur the so-called Christian world is from practising the morality 
of the Gospel, and she makes her Genevieve, a child of poor parents 
adopted by a great lady—a simple and straightforward little girl, 
arguing with all the logic of simplicity—apply the precepts of the 
New Testament in tiic most literal way to her proud and narrow and 
aristocratic patroness. Mmc. dc Pressense has a fine sense of charac¬ 
ter; she makes her pdOple live; but I prefer her children’s stories to 
her novels. They are more real and more touching. 

The French public is'disposed just now to be a little hard on its 
novelists— a little unjust to them perhaps. The immense success of 
the Russian novels has somewhat prejudiced our own; and it must 
be admitted that as you rise from Hostoievski’a Crime ct 
Chatiment,^’ with your whole soul and brain in a whirl, M. Zola’s 
atrocities sceni somewhat thin and pale; while beside the intense 
life,' the profound insight, the passionate human sympathies of 
Tolstoi’s ** Anna Kar^iine ** everything else seems false, affected, 
languid, and hollow. Everything Russian is popular just now, and 
book after book comes out on Russia and Russian literature. 
Yesterday it was M. Dupuy's charming “ Etudes sur la Littcrature 
Busse; ** to-day it is “ L'Empire Russe,” by M. Combes de Lcstrade. 
I have already spoken more than once of the valuable works of 
M. Leroy Beaulieu, and of M. de Vogue’s admirable articles. 

The publication of memoirs and correspondence continues to throw 
gleam after gleam of useful light upon the past. I hardly know 
whether to reckon as authentic memoirs the “ Souvenirs d’un Impeii- 
aliste ” by « Fidus.” One is almost tempted to regard them as a very 
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strong anti-Bouapartist pamphlet, so ridiculous and odious at oucc is 
the part he makes the Imperialists play between 1S71 and 1831. We 
find them fancying from day to day that the Empire is going to be 
restored, cherishing the most childish prejudices against the Repub¬ 
licans and tho Royalists, ilcvisirt^ plots as rascally as they arc stupid, 
and as stupid as they arc rascally, under the superintendence of thq 
Archbishop of Rouen, Algr. de Boynechose, andjwith the approval of 
the Prince Imperial. Wc find the Empress urging ori the war of 
1870, in the hope of restoring the despotism of J 8,12; ^he Archbishop 
negotiating with the Germans daring the campaign of 1871 j and 
Napoleon III. meditating the foundation of an Ultramontane Empire. 
I do not know who “ Fidus ” is, but unless the whole thing is a bad 
joke, he must he a person eyf curiously ill-balanced mind, who lias 
done his party a service^ for which they *will not thank him. The 
‘M.’onfessions^^ of Ajsenc lloussayc arc a less mischievous sort of 
work. Here we have M. lloussayc telling^ us, in a style not wanting 
in grace and vivacity, his ow'ii adventures and the literary and political 
events with whicli he was connected. A whole epocli of the social, 
literary, theatrical, and artistic life of the capital lives again in these four 
volumes, which are light enough in spite of their size. In tlie Corre¬ 
spondence of Uuinct and of Lanfrcy wc have historical documents of 
much greater importance. Quinet passed the whole period of tho 
Empire in forced or voluntary exile, first in Belgium, and then at 
Vcytaux in Switzerland. During those eighteen years he kept up the 
most active correspondence with other French politicians, whether in 
exile like himself, or still in France. These letters were intended for 
publication from tho first, and were carefully copied by his wife before 
they were posted, and they are naturally a little wanting in spontaneity 
and iu the characteristic charm of the epistolary style; but they present 
a faithful record of those years, and tho events of which, th(;y speak 
are treated always witii a striking elevation of tone and breadth of 
view. The curious tiling is, that Uuinel, who during liis exile liad 
shown a singularly independent spirit, and Imd been in sympathy 
with all the Liberal minds of his day, immediately on his return to 
I^Vance assumed the character of a partisan, a^ipai'cntly from the mere 
necessity of having a part to play. Lanfrey was a man of quite 
another stamp. He had nt)t the philosophic breadth of Quinet; he 
was ardent, nervous, impressionable; and yet in practice liis was the 
more solid Liberalism of the two. His disappointment was propor¬ 
tionately great when he saw individual Republicans so crftelly betraying 
the hopes he had founded oi] the Republican system; and to this 
disappointment his letters give bitter and eloquent expression. It is 
to another disillusioned Republican that wc owe the interesting 
studies entitled “ The Array and the Democracy.” If the author s 
view is just, democracy would prove incompatible with a strong 
military organization; for the schemes he propounds are as chimerical 
as the historical and critical part of his work is strong and solid. Wc 
may reckon also among historical memoirs M. d'Hdrisson’s ‘^Journal 
of an Interpreter in China.” It is a lively and picturesque account 
of the Chinese expedition of 1860, by the former secretary of 
General Cousin de Montauban. In vigour and general interest 
the book is in no way inferior to the “Journal d'un Officier 
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d'Ordonnance in 1870-1871,” by the same author, and it inspires 
greater confidence. It will be read in England as eagerly as in France, 
for the English army plays no small part in the story :■ whether it is 
to be considered a creditable part or not depends on the point of view 
from which it is looked at. M. d'Herisbn’s opinion is, that the English 
managed very cleverly in letting the French take all the trouble and 
glory of the expedition, and in reaping the solid benefit of it themselves. 
This opinion will no doubt be disputed in England. * 

Here, again, as at so many other points one comes upon that old 
and ineradicable rivalry of French and English—neighbours vvhom so 
many interests should tend to draw together, but who are separated by 
so many prejudices. The clcve*r writer who calls himself Max O’llell, 
and who has already given us two volumes on English manners— 
which he treats superficially enough, indued, but with some true 
touches—makes the attempt to combat those prejudices, while 
describing them, in a bohk entitled “Lps Cliers Voisins.” Both 
nations might find something to learn from it. • 

Wc may turn from these to the mention of some more serious 
volumes—the Pensccs ” of Joseph Roux, a village curd who, with 
singular penetration, depicts not only the mode of living, but the very 
life and soul of the peasants who surround him; and the ** History of 
French Civilization” by M. llamhaud, of which one volume is already 
published, and the other is to follow. This last is a remarkably vivid 
and glowing and generally accurate picture of the development of 
French manners and institutions. It is to the higher education of 
girls that we owe works of this sort; but wc sincerely hope that they 
will be found available also for the education of boys, for they arc far 
more instructive than more records of battles. 

We have lost during the last few months a certain number of emi¬ 
nent men, but they were men who had lived long enough to complete 
a useful career and to give the full measure of their abilities. 01’ these 
were the naturalist Milne Edwards, the micrographist Uobin, the 
Hellenist Eggcr, tlic ^pigraphist L. Renier, and the historian and 
economist Yuitry. This last loss is perhaps the most severe; for 
M. Vuitry was still hrthe posscssi'^n of bis fullest powers, and be 
leaves unfinished bis masterly work, ‘^Etudes sur les Justitutious 
Fiiiaucieres de la France.'* • 

If men of talent pass away, others spring up to fill their places. In 
the scientific world all eyes have again been fixed on the splendid 
experiments ofM. Marcel Heprez on the transmission of force by elec¬ 
tricity. He has succeeded in transmitting to a distance of ninety 
kilometres fifty per cent, of the force generated; and it may be hoped 
that the moment is not far ofi* when this ingenious discovery, which 
has opened out new glimpses into the nature of the electric current 
itself, will receive some practical application. To utilise at any dis¬ 
tance the force of running water, and even perhaps of the tides of the 
sea—what a dream of industrial progress! 

While M. Deprez’s discoveries are delighting the men of science, 
the attention of tiie general public is attracted rather by the experi¬ 
ments of M. Pasteur. The great physiologist believes he has found 
means to vaccinate successfully for hydrophobia, and tliis even after 
the bite, by means of repeated inoculations with virus taken from the 
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rabbit. The treatment to which he has already subjected several 
patients seems conclusive, and it appears to confirm M. Pasteur's 
theoretical views on the virus of disease and its treatment by vaccina¬ 
tion. This discovery may brin" about a revolution in the science of 
medicine; and it may boldly be said that, should future experiments 
confirm it, the day whan M. Pasteur first inoculated his little Alsatian 
with the hydrophobic virus will mark an era, nof only in the history of 
science, T>ut in that of humanity. 

At the very moment of writinjy this article, wc have received 
M. Renan's new work, “ Lc Pret/c dc Ncmi." It is, like ^'Caliban” 
and ** L’Eau de Jouvcncc/' a iJbetical, political, and dramatic fantasia. 
The scene is laid amon^ the Albans^ in the early days of ancient 
Rome. On the banks of tiAj lake Ndnii is a temple of Diana, of 
w'hicli one could only I}ec(>me priest after having killed the priest 
actually in ofliec. jVntistius reforms that barbarous custom. He 
contents himself with chasing off the orncl priest who officiated 
tlicro before him,»and hu teaches the Albans a higher religious 
truth. No one comprehends liira, and ho falls before the com¬ 
bined attacks of the demagogues and the aristocrats, in spite of the 
impotent sympathies of moderate minds. Tlic doctrine that seems to 
follow from the dialogues l)etvrccu the democrat Cethegus, the aristo¬ 
crat Metins, and the moderate Liberalis, is that progress is not 
cficctcd in the world by reason and virtue, but by violence, crime, and 
unconscious instincts. The future beltings to the bandits of Rome, not 
to the civilized and philosophic Antistius. It is necessary to do good, 
not only without hope of being rewarded, but even without hope of 
being useful. Ritter as is this jnorality, which is the last word of 
political scepticism, “ Le Pretre dc Ncmi'’ cojitains passages of exquisite 
poetry and others of profound pliilosojiliy. It is the most terrible 
judgment that has been passed on the political situation of our existing 
Prance. It might be useful but for being so despairing. 


0. Monod. 
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ECCLESIASTICAL ?1 [STORY. 

rjiIlE Fayitm manuscripts wliicli I tlcscrilied in tny Records for 
J. December and May liavc since become known to the populace 
through the yVnics, wdiich awoke to the knowledge of their existence 
in the month of June, and then published in July an account of them, 
going over tlie ground already known to the readers of this Review. 
biucc my last Record, mucli new' matter has come to light in 
connection with this extraordinary find, an account of which will 
naturally take precedence of all other topics. Tlic Gospel Frag¬ 
ment from Fayum, which I have referred to as a text of St. 
Matthew, has been sufliciently discussed in the columns of the TimGs 
by J^rofessors llort and llickcll, and dcscrilied at length in the 
for August. Bickell, an eminent orientalist of Innsbruck, 
and an orthodox Roman Catholic divine, maintains that the Frag¬ 
ment is a piece of a fa’st-century gospel-narrative. He regards it as 
a specimen of those early non-canoiiical but genuine histories to which 
St. Luke refers in lus preface as undertaken by many persons prior to 
his own publication. 'Professor Hort regards it as a 'nitmoritcr quota¬ 
tion of Mark xiv. SO-oO or Matt. xxvi. made by some third- 

century scribe. Further investigations in the vast collections at 
Vienna and Berlin will possibly throw more light on this important 
topic. For indeed the mass of manuscripts recovered is something 
enormous. No such discovery lias ever hitherto rewarded the efforts of 
investigators. Professor Karahacck, at Vienna, lately set forth a tabic 
which shows this, lie was dealing with the comparative richness of 
Vienna and Berlin, proving how much superior the former is to the 
latter in Fayiam documents at least, and in the course of his argu¬ 
ment gives the following list of documents and of the eleven languages 
in which they are composed, as they had been identified down to 
last May;— 
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Greek 

• 

Papyri . 

FayAm ISfSS. at 
lierlin. 

. i>,500 

FayAm MSS. at 
Vienna. 

... 15,000 

Arabic 


COO 

•1,000 

Coptic 

•1 • * - 

. 300 

1.000 

Puhlvi 

>1 • 

100 

300 

Grtcco-Arabic 

• 

>» • • 

50 , 

200 

Demotic 

• 

M ' 

-10 

' 10 

IIel)rew 

)» • ' 

22 

... e 23 

Copto-Ar;ihic 

}» 

10 

C 

Tachygraphic 

a 

7 

200 

Latin 

• 

>♦ * 

*• ^ 

31 

Syriac 


3 

2 

Hieratic 

• 

i» . • 

1 

5 

Hieroglyphic „ , . 

. • 0 

1 

A<'thiopic 


0 

200 

Paticr I'ragnicnts, cent, viir.-x. 

* 0 

102 

Pictures . 


0 

Cl 


U’otal 


21,201 


III the journal, the Of.dcri'ciduaclm Mtniatm-Uj'lfi, in which this 
table appeared last May, Karabacek commenced in August and 
completed in September a comprehensive review of the nature and 
contents of the Payuin hnd. A brief analysis of the views of this 
eminent authority will doubtless be acceptable. He begins with 
discussing the question, wheuce came this vast mass of material? 
The replies have been very various. Some think that the Arabs 
have discovered the stores of a waste-paper mcrcliant. This view he 
puts aside at once. Au antiquarian collector would be more probable. 
An Arabic writer of tlic tenth century tells of an amateur who’ 
collected three hundredweight of documents ou skins, parchment, 
papyrus, and paper, TJie cJironoIogical order, too, of the documents 
protest against such an idea. Berlin scholars have suggested that the 
remains of a great liljrary liavc been discovered; grounding themselves 
ou the fact that one of the Berlin Fragment has a librarian's mark 
upon it. llis own opinion is that lierc we have the remains of the 
provincial registry of Arsiiige, where were also deposited the records 
of Hcraclcopolis, Oxyriuchus, and the Oasis, the celebrated place of 
exile to which Ncstorius was banished, a solution which, as I may 
perhaps point out, agrees exactly with a suggestion thrown out 
by me on p. i)0‘J of the December number of this Hbvikw when 
discussing this same ]joiut. ' The Arabs evidently took up and 
perpetuated the organization of Home, as indeed every conqueror 
is obliged to continue the organization and olficial staff of his 
predecessors unless. he wishes to sec a perfect chaos inaugurated. 
He then tells the story of their discovery ‘so far as the Arabs 
have let it be known. They say they found the MSS. partly in 
large urns or vases, partly in an underground chamber amid the 
ruins of Arsinoe. Karabacek tlicn discusses the date of the 
destruction of this registry, which he fixes at a.d. 903. The 
latest document is dated A.n, 953. Ten years later famine and 
invasion ruined Egypt, when probably the house where our manu¬ 
scripts were stored was burned, as they still bear the marks of a con- 
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flagration, and pieces of charcoal are found mixed up with them. The 
remainder of liis first letter is taken up with a very exhaustive discus¬ 
sion of the materials of which the documents are composed, which he 
divides thus—leather, parchment, papyrus, and paper; giving in con¬ 
clusion a very exhaustive account of^the process of papyrus manu¬ 
facture, and showing that the manuscripts still retain marks impressed 
on them by State officials at various dates. German scholars have not 
been contented, however, with discussing the Fayum documents. 
They have also been using them for comparison with history as already 
known. Two roost interesting illustrations of their value in this 
aspect have been presented by a yourg Berlin scholar, U. Wilcken, 
who in the spring of this year published a treatise discussing the 
history of the Roman province of Egypt as these manuscripts disclose it 
to our view.* This tract of sixty pages is very interesting, and proves 
that the author, who composed it as an exercise for his doeWs degree, 
is fully abreast with the whole literature of the subject. He sliows the 
light which these documents throw on the interior.lifc of Egypt during 
the second and third centuries, discusses (p. 15) the modified form of 
Home Rule enjoyed by cities like Arsinoe and Naucratis under 
Septimius Severus, a topic lately discussed by J.‘ Lumbroso in his 
" L^Egitto al tempo' dei Greci e dci Romani,^^ and then notes the con¬ 
tinuity of life, political and social, between the Egypt of the second 
and of the nineteenth century. He also touches upon tlie question 
mooted above, concerning the nature of our find. He considers that 
they arc the relics of the public registry of the city of Arsinoe, deriving 
his argument from the fact that the first of these Fayum documents, 
which was discovered one hundred years ago, and published by a 
learned Danish scholar named Schow, was a list of workmen employed 
on the embankments of the Nile in that neighbourhood. The Coptic 
documents, indeed, already known are by no means insignificant. The 
works of a learned monk, Augustus A. Georgius, published just a cen¬ 
tury ago, receive and shed much light on these new discoveries. He 
published an ancient Coptic version of St. John, and a Coptic history 
of the Egyptian martyrdoms in the Diocletian persecution, called 
“ De Miraculis S. Coluthi,” embodying many details of the last great 
persecution, which must have been derived from the same source as our 
new documents. The Vatican Library, indeed, must be a repertory of 
many similar manuscripts. We are glad, therefore, to find that there 
is a proposal by I. C. Ilyvernat to print at Rome the Acts of thirty 
martyrs hitherto unknown, forming very v.'iuablc illustrations of the 
life, history, and geography of Egypt under the Roman empire. 

In this connection we welcome a republication of the selected 
works of Letronne,t who was fadle princepa among the Egyptian 
scholars and investigators of the generation that is past. We regret, 
!iowcver,that the four volumes now published contain only a selection of 
his writings. His most valuable ones are omitted. His “ Recueil des 
Inscriptions dc rEgypte,” and his “ Reclierches sur l^Egypte, pendant la 
domination dcs Grcca et Roraaiues,^^ arc works which can scarcely ever 
he superseded. Yet here they are wanting. Still the ecclesiastical 

* “ Observatioues ail llistoriam Kgypti Trovittcia' llomanjr noproniittie e rapyiis 
Gri^is Bcrolincusibus Ineditia.^ Berlin: Mayer & Muller. 

t “(Euvrc'S Choiaica lie A.-J. Lctronne.” AaaembWea par E. Fagnau. 

Ki'rie.—Egj’pte Ancienne. 8ec. S»5rio.—Cosinographie et Geograpbie. 



t 


CONTEMPORARY RECORDS. 


905 


historian will be glad to find in them treatises of permanent value, 
which had become very scarce and very dear. Thus we have in the 
first series Essays on the History of Christianity in Egypt, Nubia, and 
Abyssinia; on the Canal which connected the lied Sea and Mediter¬ 
ranean under the Greeks, llomiAs; and Arabs; on the Greek Papyri 
of Egypt known in his d^y; and on the Labyrinth of Egypt, which once 
existed in the present Eayum province. The object of this vast con- 
strnction dias often puzzled historical inquirers. Letronne thinks it 
was a kind of National Record Ofiice, where public and private docu¬ 
ments alike were deposited. If soothe Fayum find may have been a 
portion of its treasures. I ^h:kve already mentioned a treatise by 
Wilckcn, the materials for which have been derived from the Egyptian 
papyri. The same author lias contributed to the last number of 
llennes * another article .from the same Source, which must be of 
the greatest interest the student of Cliurch history. Its title 
is Arsinoetische Tempelrcchnnngeii aus dcm J. 215 nach Clir,” In a 
treatise of fifty paggs tliis writer gives us a transcript of what we 
should call in modern phraseology the ‘XMiurchwardcns* Accounts” of 
the great temple of Jupiter Capitoliuus in Arsinoe. It throws a light 
upon ancient Paganism Iiithcrto utterly wanting. We can only form 
an idea of its value by considering what we sliould give for the similar 
accounts of tlic great Church—say, of Alexandria or of Arsinoe of the 
same date, where a Clement, or Paiitaiims, or Origen may have taught. 
Wc get a glimpse behind the scenes of Ji^gyptian and Homan Paganism 
in this article. Tlicre wc sec the amount of money expended in lighting 
the lumps, lurbishiiig the images of the gods, in processions upon tho 
inaiigiiratious of new priests, imperial birthdays, &c. Arsinoe and the 
Arsinoite nonie, as I'hisebius shows us iu his ** History,'* vii. 2t, was a 
stronghold of Christianity. Here, tiicn, wo have a living picture of the 
Paganism against which the (’hurch had to struggle. This, however, 
is not the only debt Church History owes to our new doeurneuts. The 
strange subject of .Gnosticism ligurea largely among the topics illus¬ 
trated by the iMpyri. Very opportunely, thcrif^we notice in another 
German periodical an article dealing with tliis darksome topic.f 
Fgypt was the favourite haunt of tlic Gnostic licrcsy, and from Egypt 
have therefore cornc some of the most authentic monuments of that 
eclectic mixture of Pagan, Jewish, and Cliristiau thought, notably the 
Gnostic*poem called " Pistis Sophia.” The " JahrbUcher,” the full and 
very lengthy title of which we give below,f publislics a treatise on the 
Gnostic silver tablet discovered in the Black Eorest a century ago, and 
now preserved in the Museum of CarUruhe. This article discusses, 
with all the latest lights, the various terms and names there preserved. 
It will be found very useful in connection with Dr. Salmon's article on 
Gnosticism in the “ Dictionary of Christian Biography,” or the article 
on the same subject in Herzog’s “ Cyclopsedia.” Dr. Salmon hasjust 
published his ** Introduction to the New Testament.” j: Technically, 
of course, it belongs to another department of these Records, and 

*“ Hermes, Zeitschrift fiir classiBclie Pliilolo^pe.” Bil. XX. lift. III. Berlin. I8S5. 

t '* Jahrbiicher dea Vereiua von Altcrthum&freuudcn im liheiulande." Hft. Ixxix. 
Bonn. 1885. 

An Historical Introduction to the Study of the Books of theNew Testament; being 
nn expansion of Lectures delivered in the Divinity School of tho University of Dnblin. 
London: Murray. 1885. 

VOL. XLVIIL 3 P 
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will be treated accordingly. Still, it is essentially an exhaustive 
work on Jiicclcsiasticnl History. I now merely notice one point. 
In my last Record I called attention to AJr. Rcndel Harris' and 
Dr. Hort's theory about the date of Hermas, as stated by them in the 
Johns Hopkins University Circulai%. This theory, which assigns 
Hermas to the middle or later half of the ^ccond century, collides 
with Dr. Salmon's opinion as stated in his article Hermas " in the 
"Dictionary of Christian Biography." He now devotes pp^ 654-668 
to an elaborate’investigation of-the question, and concludes as follows: 
" If, then, it can be established oir other grounds that the Book of 
Hermas belongs to the early part of the sceond century, tio reason for 
rejecting that date is afforded by the fact that we dnd in the book a 
verse of Daniel quoted in a form for awhicli the Septuagint will not 
account." In the last itumber of HeTynfj.then(t, again, Dr. Salmon 
prints a very ingenious paper on the " Cross Jlcferences in Hippo- 
lytus,” where he suggests that this learned Church Father, in 
the course of his heresy-hunting, was ofteUf. imposed upon by 
dealers in manuscripts who had come to understand his weakness. 
Celtic Church History is a topic closely allied with that of 
as I observed in connection with Mr. Butler’s "Coptic 
Churches." A curious illustration of this was lately given by a well- 
known scientist, who is utterly devoid of any ecclesiastical or historical 
theories upon the subject. Professor Hartley, F.Ii.S., who teaches 
chemistry at the Dublin College of Science, read a paper in June last 
before the Royal Dublin Society, investigating, from a chemical point 
of view, the colouring matter used in the illuminations of the Book of 
Kells. Every student of Palaiogriiphy or of ancient art knnws of this 
celebrated manuscript of the Gospels, preserved since 1661 in the 
library of Trinity College, Dublin, but which derives its name from 
the Columhan Monastery of Kells, to which it originally belonged. 
Those wiio have not seen it will find a description of it in Mr. Gilbert’s 
" National MSS. of Ireland," p. H, together with plates giving 
facsimiles of some ofvrthc most beautiful pages. The colours are very 
wonderful, and retain their brilliancy as fresh to-day as they were a 
thousand years ago. The problem Professor Hartley set before himself 
was this, how were these colours formed, considering the very perish¬ 
able nature of all modern pigments? l\\ie tints used in the Book of 
Kells are black, a sort of burnt sienna, a bright red, a yellow,* largely 
used, a neutral green, an emerald green, two blues, a lilac, and a 
reddish purple. These colours are for tlu most part natural mineral 
substances—one, in fact, being composed of gold dust—finely ground 
and mixed with some vehicle of the nature of gum or gelatine. Now, 
the difficulty is this: how did the Celtic monks of, say 800 a.d., dis¬ 
cover, amid the bogs of central Ireland, colours surpassing those we 
now can manufacture with all our modern science? Professor Hartley 
solves the difficulty by showing that the paints used in the Book of 
Kells were identical with those used by the ancient Egyptians, of 
whose art the Celtic monks possessed the secret, a conclusion identical 
with that towards which many other circumstances point, and specially 
this one—that the favourite topic for exhortation in many of the most 
ancient Irish homilies, some of which are more than a thousand years 
old, is the lives^ austerities and miracles of the Egyptian ascetics. - 
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From Gei'maiiy there has just arrived another evidence of the attention 
now paid to the history of the Celtic Church in its broadest Aspect as 
including England, Ireland, Scotland, Wales and Brittany. Professor 
Wasserschlcben, of Giessen, published in 1871 a collection of Irish 
Canons, which he republishe<^ last May in jiu enlarged shape.* 
Wasserschlcbbn is well known as one of the most profound living 
scholars concerning the history of Jjjicclcsiastical Law, having published 
so long.hgo as 1851 a work, “ Die Bussorduungeuder AbeaMiandischen 
Kirche,*' which is the standard book on the subject. In tlic new 
edition of his “Irish Canonshff gives us an exhaustive introduction 
on their sources and manuscripts, and then discusses the vexed question 
as to the relation between the Homan tfnd Celtic Churches. 11c has an 
interesting passage on the peculiar position occupied by the bishop in the 
Irish ecclesiastical systctn. That system N>as thoroughly monastic, yet 
every monastery numbered a .bishop among its members, who was 
subject to the abbot so far as inotiastic cKscipUnc was concerned, but 
was superior to lum in e^cclcsiastibal rank and otHce. This peculiar 
arrangement Wasserschloi)cn shows (p. 12) to have extended as far as 
tlic celebrated monasteries of Mount Sitiai. Perhaps, however, the 
most interesting as well as most accessible portion of the whole work 
for the mere English reader will be a letter from Mr. Bradshaw, 
the lJiiivci*sity librarian at Cambridge, in which that learned 
scholar sums up in twelve propositions his views on the literary 
history of the “ llibcrnensis,^* the common name for this collection 
of canons, where he maintains that Brittany exercised an important 
inlhicnce on their history, which has never yet been sulUcicntly 
recognized. Mr. Bradshaw^s words on j). -It) express more forcibly 
than any of mine could, the value of tins work. He is referring 
to Wasserschloben’s two works, and Maassen’s “ History of Canon 
Law in the AVest,^^ and says, “the absolutely perfect methods adopted 
by yourself in editing these two books, and by Prof. Maasseu in his 
History, had naturally made me all the more eager to pursue my 
investigations into the subject when providcd««vith such aids, the very 
using of which gave a double pleasure to the work. These three books 
had literally become niy daily companions for several years.” 

There has boon of late conaulerablc activity iirtlio field of Church Ilis- 
tory,,but the results have aot all been of equal value. Mr. E, S. Ffoulkcs 
spent liftcen years in the Church of Rome, and signalized his return to the 
Church of his fathers by the publication of a pamphlet, the “ Church’s 
Creed and tlie Crown’s Creed,” intended to prove the Erastiauism 
of the Church of Rome. He v;as also strongly opposed to the Filioque 
clause in the Creed, and, if we remember rightly, was received into the 
communion of the English Church by Canon Gregory, after the 
recitation of the Nicene Creed in Greek without this clause. This is, 
however, an old story now, having ha])pencd fifteen years ago at least. 
Mr. Ffoulkcs, is, however, as hostile to tlie Filioque clause and Charle¬ 
magne and the Athanasian Qreed as ever. He has now published a 
work on Eucharistic Consecration, which we find hard to describe.! It 
is learned and painstaking. Its object is to prove that the Invocation 

* “Die Irische Kanoneusammhmg.” Leipzig: Tauebnitz. 1885. 
t " PranitivO' Consecration of the Kncbaristic Oblation, witb an Earnest Appeal for 
its Revival.** London: Hayes. 1885. 
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of the Holy Ghost constituted valid consecration of the Eucharist In 
the Prirtiitive Church, not the repetition of the words of institution, a 
practice, in his view, introduced, of all people in the world, by the 
Arians. In pursuit of this theory he tells us, on p. 150, he had care¬ 
fully gone through the genuine ^orks of the Latin and Greek 
lathers till 800 a.d. Wc must give him praisg for his great industry, 
M’hich will render his work useful, as a repertory of passages bearing 
on liturgical topics. 13ut much learning has confused his argumenta¬ 
tive powers. The book is singularly devoid of method, arrangement, 
and clearness. Chapter V., for iifetance, undertakes to prove that 
the Ariun party got rid of the Invoeatjon of the Holy Ghost, and 
substituted fur it the rcpctitioir of the words of Institution. This is a 
simple question of fact, and ought to admit of clear proof or disproof. 
Yet in the course of cight)-four pages devoted to its consideration, 
so many side issues arc raised that no ordinary mortal can tell 
whether the main question is decided or not. Still, wc arc 
bound in fairness to say that the book is marked by a large and 
generous spirit, an earnest desire for the reunion of Christendom, and 
a generous recognition of the excellences of those from whom he diilcrs. 
It is interesting to observe that Mr. Skene, the well-known Scottish 
historian, has just written, in the i^cotiish Church Review for June, 
July, and August, a series of articles on “ Ancient Liturgies,” in which 
he controverts the leading positions of Mr. Ffoulkes, maintaining that 
“ the only direct notices of the Invocation of the Holy Spirit in the 
writings of the Ante-Nicenc Fathers are in connection with the conse¬ 
cration of the cup in heretical churches.^' Mr. Skeue^s articles arc 
marked .by a clearness and compression an imitation of which would 
have secured a wider audience for the Oxford theologian. -German 
scholars often embody some of their most valuable thoughts in mono¬ 
graphs. The diligent use they arc making of the new discoveries in 
Egypt and Syria find an illustration in a treatise by Dr. G. Kriigcr 
on the history of the Monophysite struggle.* It quotes documents 
never before used t& illustrate this controversy, which largely 
helped to overthrow the Eastern Empire, such as the Syriac 
Church Histories of Zacharias Rhetor, and John of Ephesus, 
and the Coptic history of Dioscorus and the Fourth General 
Council, which llevillont has translated) in the Revue R^ypto- 
loglque, as noticed in our last Record. But it is time to turn 
from foreign and ancient Church History to something later and 
nearer home, v Sir Samuel Ferguson ha. published his annual 
report on the Irish State papers,! affording us not so much history 
as the materials for history, and showing us how Ireland came to 
he ecclesiastically and politically the thorn in the flesh for England. 
This report contains an analysis of the Fiants of the end of Elizabeth's 
reign and the beginning of that of James 1. Brief notices throw a 
wondrous light on the failure of the Reformation in Ireland, as on 

£ . 35, where we find " A patent of presentation of John, Bishop of 
town and Connor, to the rectory of St John the Evangelist, in the 
city and diocese of Waterford;'^ a bishop in Ulster could scarcely be 

* Monopbysitisebe Streitigkeiten in Zusammenbange mit der Bcicbepolitik.” 
Jena: 1884. 

+ ** Seventeentb Boport of tbe Deputy Keeper of the Public Records in Ireland." 
Dublin: Thom k Co. 1885. 
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an efficient parish priest in Munster. Miler J^ra^rath, Arclibishop of 
Cashel, and his father, a Celtic chieftain, had a wondrous appetite for 
land, ecclesiastical or otherwise, a specimen of which is given ou p. 33. 
This report will be found most useful for the stndept of early laws and 
customs, tribal distribution, &c.s Here is a tit-^t for such inquirers. 
Miler Magrath’s land i^ freed from “ all Irish exactions—to wit, cony 
lyverie, buonaght, kindiitf, alias J)lack rent, sprren, quiddye, kear- 
antighe s^r mustrion/' Ecclesiastical Instory deals not merely with 
primitive and mediaeval times. It includes the tighteenth and 
nineteenth centuries as well. 'Hie history of Charles Leslie, the 
great controversialist of the non-jurors, and their aeutest intellect, has 
lately been told for us by one of Iiis descendants, wliilc the rise aud 
progress of Methodism, whicUcamc into being as Leslie passed away, 
has fitly attracted mucli attention of late ^'cars. Messrs. Abbey and 
Overtoil have told tl*e story from a Churchmau^s point of view, and 
Mr. Tycrman, in his laborious volumes, liife furnished almost all the 
materials needful f^a complete judgment on the topic. A work on 
the liistory of Irish Methodism, by Mr. Crooksliank,* has lately 
appeared which throws some new light on tliat subject. American 
Methodism now outnumbers any otlicr religious body in the United 
States. It traces its origin back to Ireland. Our author lias here told 
the story of Mr. Wesley’s work during forty years, gathering up tra¬ 
ditions of the last century which in another generation would liuve 
been completely forgotten, as, for instance, on p. '235, those concerning 
Alexander Knox, the celebrated lay theologian, who indeed himself 
published an edition of Southey’s Ijifc of ^Vealcy,” which is quite too 
little known. It contains some valuable materials for the history of 
the last century, derived from Knox's personal knowledge. When 
speaking of that time wc may remark that there is one document, yet 
unpublished in its completeness, which would throw much light on it, 
and that is Wesley’s Journal in a pcrl'cct shape. Selections from his 
Journal are of coufso iu circulation, but the whole work has never been 


printed. There remains only apace sufficiwit just to name some 
other works of permanent value which liavc lately appeared ou the 
continent. Messrs. C. Siegfried and H. (Jelzor have published a work 


useful lor ancient chronology, and for the slfident of the text of 


Eusebius’s various works as well.f Dionysius, Patriarch of Antioch, 
A.1). 810, wrote a chronicle from the Creation to his own time, in which 
he made much use of Eusebius. In tliis work his chronicle is placed 


beside Jerome’s Chronology, the ancient Armenian version, and the 
Greek of Eusebius. The Vienna Academy is steadily proceeding with its 
publication of the “ Corpus Seriptorum Ecclesiasfcicorum.” This year 
has seen the publication of three volumes of authors, poets, anif com¬ 
mentators of tlic fifth century, notable among wliom are the poet 
SeduliuB and the works of Eugippius.t These latter were entirely 
composed of extracts from Augustine, and were the source of much of 
the knowledge of that saint possessed by the Middle Ages. In the 


* " Hietory of Methodism in Ireland.’* Vol. I.—Wesley and Ilia Times. By C. H. 
Orooksbank, M.A. London ; Woolmer. 1885. 

t ** Busebii Canonum Epitome cx Dionysii TelmabarcnsiB Clironico petita.*’ Leipzig: 
Teubner. 1885. 

t T. ix. *'Eugippii Kxcerpta ex oper. S. Ang.t. x. *'Sednlii opera t. zi. 
CJaduiani Mamcrt. opera.” Vindobon. 1885. 
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publication of this series recourse has been had to the best manu¬ 
scripts, some of which'had never before been used. The text is there* 
fore as perfect as our present knowledge can make it. An article on 
Sedulius in ^'Jourides Savants," 1881, pp. 553-566, will show his 
importance; while oi^p. 157-161 of filugippius we notice a discussion 
concerning eternal punishment with a very modern ring about it. We. 
began with the ancient Egyptian Qiurch and nation, which has left us 
the Fayum documents/ We end with the modern Greek Church and 
nation, which sffnds us its Calendar for 1885.* 1 noticed the Calendar 
for 1881 in my December Record, c&Uing attention to the account of 
Mount Athos and its monks promised /or this yearns issue, which, 
however, finds no place therein.* Tliere are, however, several interesting 
essays, &c., in it bearing on ecclesiastical and g(?ographical topics, 
while a fine portrait in fronf shows us tlio present head of the Greek 
Churcii, Joachim, Patriarch of Constantinople. • 

_ . ■■ t - 

After tlie previous portion of tliis pccord Titid been written, I 
received a copy of the Jlisliop of Durliam^s long-promised work on 
Ignatius and* Jiis Episth's.f It forms the second division of his 
edition of the A])Ostoiic Fatltcrs, the first having been occupied with 
St. Clement of Rome. The new work is very exhaustive, as indeed 
wc might expect, seeing that the Preface tells us the subject has 
occupied the writer's attention for thirty years. This work is divided 
into two volumes, the latter of which is again divided into two distinct 
parts, an arrangement which is somewhat awkward for the purposes of 
quotation. It professes to be an edition of Ignatius and Polycarp 
merely, but when closely exanuiicd, it will be found to be an elaborate 
discussion of well-nigh every (juestioii which can be raised concerning 
the Ecclesiastical Jlistory of the Second Century. It discusses 
martyrdoms, like tliat of St. Felicitas, and of the Punic martyr 
S, Namphamo; legends like that of the Thundering Legion, contro¬ 
versies like that of Montanism. Nothing is too obscure to escape 
Dr, Lightfoot’s indusfiy, save the Jewish controversy of that age 
which has left us the very curious document called the Dialogue 
between Jason and J’a'piscus, which Harnack has lately tried to 
identify and recover. But the chief interest of our readers will of 
course centre^in Dr. Lighlfoot's views about*the Ignatian Epistles. On 
this point his conclusions will be very reassuring to the friends of 
orthodoxy. ^He accepts most heartily, and vindicates most ably, the 
genuineness of*thc Seven Epistles of the Middle Form, first published by 
Usshcr in Latin a.d. 1044, and then, two years later, in the original 
Greek' by Isaac Voss. He rejects Curoton’s Short Form whicli 
contained only three Epistles, and the Long Recension as known 
prior to Usshcr’s discovery. Spac6 will now only allow me to notice 
two points. (I) He indicates (t. i. p. 76) the special interest which 
Ussher's discovery of the genuine Epistles ought to have for English¬ 
men, as the Latin version published by him seems to have been made 
by the celebrated Grosseteste, Bishop of Lincoln a.d. 1250. There 
was more scholarship in the Middle Ages than we sometimes imagine 

* '^fiCfioKiryiw Ttjt 'At'aroX^s, 1886. Constantinople : Palamare. 

t **The Apostolic Fathers.” Part ii.—S. Ignatius and 8. Folycarp. In 2 vols. 
London: Macmillan & Co. 1885. 
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- ip) The most interesting and most efifeetive portion of his argument 
is contamed in t. i. pp. d]5~414,''wliere he discusses the genuineness 
of tlie Seven VoWan Epistles, specially pp. 341-359, where he ar^es 
from their historical and geographical cii’cnrostances.. Zahn, in his 
edition of Ignatius, used thesam# line of argum^'; but Dr. Lightfoot 
has improved upon it^ making a free use ^ the discoveries of 
Prdfessor Ramsay, and the progress of archajolygical research since 
the datc%of Zahn^s book. Tlie minute coincidences and touches of 
truth pointed out by Dr. Lightfoot would be irnjmssiWe for a forger. 
The value of this great work is *vell expressed by the writer in the 
conchidiug words of his Prefacg, where he says that "he has repaired 
a breach, if not in the House of the Lord itself, at least in .the 
immediately outlyuig buildings thereof.'* The long-pending Ignatian 
controversy may now be regarded as Hnally settled. 

• ' Gkougb Thomas Stokes. 


IL—GENERAL LITERATURE. 

BioGiiAriiY.—The Rev. John Brown's " Jolm^ Bunyan: his Life, 
Times, and Works/** is much the most complete and important bio¬ 
graphy of the great Puritan which has yet been written. Mr. Brown 
has undertaken the task with many advantages. He has been for 
twenty years minister of Banyan's old church at Bedford, and has 
therefore been able to verify all local associations on the spot and to 
bring exceptional local knowledge to the help of Jiis other investiga¬ 
tions. lie has had access to sources of information only recently 
opened to the student, such as those brought to light by the work of 
the Historical Manuscripts Commission, and he has searched the 
accumulating .materials in the Record OfUce and the public libraries, 
and gone tlirough the local registers of Bedfordshire, civil and 
ecclesiastical. The result is that he in able fo supply a great many 
new details of Bunyan’s history and throw a considerable amount of 
fresh light upon some important passages of big life. The idea of his 
gipsy ancestry disappears. Mr. Froude’s theory in vindication of his 
imprisonment is seen to break down completely, and tlje " Pilgrim’s 
Progress " is shown to have been written, not during his twelve years' 
imprisonment in the county prison, which ended in 16?^i,J)ut during a 
subsequent six months* imprisonment in the borough gaol in 1678. 
Mr. Jirown is as good a writer as an investigator, and his work is 
not less readable than authoritative. Nor have his publishers been 
behind-hand with their part of the undertaking. The book is most 
elegantly got up, illustrated with many beautiful cuts by Whymper, 
and a striking etching of Robert White's pencil portrait of Banyan,— 
Syed Ahmed Khan, the liberal-minded Mahommedan who did such 
good service to the English cause in tbe Mutiny, and has since done 
so much for the education and improvement, of his own fellow-r 
religionists, is happily still alive, but it was a wise and excellent idea 
in Colonel Graham to write an account of his life now, because the next 

* London : W. Iibuter& Co. 



912 


THE CONTEMPORARY' REVIE 



ten or fifteen years are like^ to be very important^ 
Mabonimcdans of India, and the sketch of such a life would 
to have a beneficial influence upon the development of Mahcgn^ldfw 
parties at such a time. The biography wliieh he has just publisjjed* 
is calculated to intci^ much wider circles than these. Syed Ahmed 
is ill many respects a remarkable and attractive figure, and* his opinions 
and plans will always claim the* reader's attention.^—The story ” of 
Karolinc llaucrf begins -again with her return to the s.tlige after 
separation from Prince Leopold. Pear of ridicule at home drove her to 
accept an invitation to play at St. l^*tcrsl)urg, where she won the usual 
favour at the court of Nicliolas. llefc avc meet ^luralt, the pastor 
with the eccentric morals, and* Charlotte von ^lagn, the rival priina 
donna. From St. Petersburg back t(f the Fathel'la'id and then to 
Vienna, where drama acknowledged the tyrann^ of Herr von Bchr, the 
Moloch of fusliion," forerunner of the modern ^Wortli. Everywhere 
success and lliittery, until her unfortunate union with (’ouut Plater 
brought her public career to a close. Buji. the autobiography t ops at 
this point, and ivc arc spared the bitter complaints that marked tlie 
story of her life witli Leopold. Names that arc famous in the world 
of art appear on every page of these volumes : among others, Strauss 
and Liszt; Sophie' Schroder and Wilhclmino Sehroder-Dcvrient, 
who made the fame of Fidclio airtl Wagner’s “ Jlicnziand Wagner, 


for whom the writer has some hard words. The style is bright, 
piquant, and personal to a fault; on occasion distastefully realistic ; 
always the same talc is told of early triiirnplis, fullowed by ruinous 
intrigues or an unhappy marriage, premature death, or an old age of 
tlianklcss oblivion. 

Tkavkl —Mr. Jlobcrt Tennant’s ‘^Sardinia and its Kcsources ” I 
tells a great deal about an island which the general public know 
little ofl and on which they possess no very aeeessiblc sources of infor¬ 
mation. Mr. Tennant’s stay hi Sardinia, it is tru^ was only a few 
months long, but the nature of his business thefe%rouglit him into 
communication with tfiC principal local authorities throughout the 
island, and led him to obtain authentic' information regarding its 
commercial and industrial resources. On these heads he enters into 
copious and interesting details, and the chapters deiiling with them 
are among tl^ most valuable in the book. * Other subjects the author 
has worked up witli evident earcj and on the whole has provided us 
with a useful and needed work. Major Knollys’ “ English Life in 
China ^’§ is'lively and entertaining reading. His social descriptions 
are fresh and spirited. His opinions are very decided, and occa¬ 
sionally, as in his condemnation of Protestant missionaries, unjustly 
severe, but be ofTcrs them merely as first impressions written down at 
the time, and in fact considers that tucir chief claim to attention, on 
the preposterous ground, that first impressions are conducive to the 
accuracy of opinions. 


* The Life and Work of Kyed Ahmed Khan, C.S.I.” By Lieut. -Colonel G. F. J. 
Graham. Edinburgh: W. Blackwood & Sons. 

+ '* Memoirs of KaroHne Bauer.” Vols. III., IV. London : Keminghm & Co. 

J London : Stanford. §'Ixmdon: Smith, Elder & Co. 
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